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Cases Reported this Week. 


A Debtor (No. 30 of 1914, Grimsby), Re ..... 
Allen, Re. Ex parte Shaw 
Aynsley, Re. Kyrlev, Turner ... 
Beyfus and Others v. Mayor, Alde 
of City of Westminster : 
C. Groom (Lim.) v. Barber ...... 


In the Estate of Herman Koenigs (Deceased) ........ ......... 
loid Lawrence, Re. Lawrence v. Lawrence .................. 
Oddenino v. ‘Jhe Metropolitan Water Board ............... ' 
Paul Cababé, Re. Cabalé v, Cababé and Ochers 





Current Topics. 


The Address of the, President of the Liverpool 
' Law Society. 

THE ADDRESS, which we print elsewhere, of Mr. W. Forsuaw 
WILSON, the President of the Liverpool Law Society, at the 
annual meeting of the society, serves, as did the corresponding 
address a year ago, to fill the gap caused by the loss of the 
Autumn address of the President of the Law Society. Naturally, 
it gives priority of interest to the war. This event, as we had 
occasion to observe last week, overshadows all matters of 
ordinary professional interest. Professionally, indeed, as Mr. 
ForsHAW WILSON points out, solicitors have had to deal with 
the new questions arising out of the war and the great mass of 
Emergency Legislation and Orders. Doubtless the Government 
draftsmen have served the State well, and every allowance must 
be made for the circumstances under which their work has been 
done. But the various documents—in patticular the successive 
Moratorium Proclamations—have not been easy reading. The 
Lord Chancellor's amalgamated Real Property and Conveyancing 
Bill incorporates, Mr. Forshaw WILSON observes, ony me all 
the recommendations made by the Council of the Law Society, 
but “there seems no likelihood of anything except financial 
provision and legislation connected with the present unhappy 
war being dealt with during the immediate future.” And when 
the prospect brightens, we are not sure that the interrupted 
schemes can te taken up just where they were left. We venture 
the suggestion that something simpler than the amalgamated 
Bill may then be suitable Parliamentary fare. 


Barristers and Solicitors with the Forces, 
A.very interesting feature in the Liverpool Law Society’s 
report is an appendix containing a list of members of the society 
and their clerks who are mobilized or on service with His 
Majesty’s Forces. A more general list is being compiled by the 
Council of the Law Society, and a lengthy list—numbering over 
500—of barristers who are similarly engaged was published in 
the Times of the 4th inst. This bas been compiled by the Secre- 
tary to the General Council of the Bar, and apportions the 
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names among the various Imns as follows :—Inner Temple, 283 ; 
Middle Temple, 82; Lincoln’s Inn, 81; Gray's Inn, 58. Bat 
Mr. Doutnwaitre, the under-Treasurer of Gray’s Inn, jealous of 
the honour of that body, states in a letter to the Times of the 5th 
inst. that the percentagesfrom each Inn are as follows :—Inner 
Temple, 6 per cent.; Middle Temple, 2} per cent. ; Lincoln’s 
Inn, 3 per cent.; Gray’s Inn, 5} per cent. He points out, 
however, that, in the case of a profession like the bar, the 


number of members eligible for service in respect of age is 
only a very small proportion of the whole; and taking 
students, 34 per cent. of those at Gray’s Inn are now 
enrolled, or, omitting Intian students, a _ little over 
50 per cent. The same consideration shews that the number 
of King’s Counsel with the forces must be small ; it includes 
Mr. Lauriston Barren, Mr. Ivor Bowen, Mr. A. H. 
Cuayror, Mr. Feuix Casset, Mr. J W. Greic, Mr. Rays 


WILLIAMS, and Mr. F. E. But local interest is in these 
matters specially worthy of recognition, and—to return to Liver- 
pool —twenty members of the local bar are with the forces, while 
the list referred to above contains the names of thirty-six solici- 
tors, including four Lieutenant-Colonels——-T. H. ARDEN, ROBERT 
Carrutuers, F. R. Locke, and J. M. MacMAsTeR—and nearly 
The list of solicitors includes partners in, or managing 


SMITH 


180 clerks. 


clerks to, several well-known firms; for example, Mr. C. W. 
BATESON, of Messrs. BATESONS & Wimsuurst, and Mr. R. F. B. 
DICKINSON, managing clerk with Messrs. Hitt, Dickinson & 
Co. The firm of Messrs. Lamp, Kyrrin-TAYLor & WALKER 


give both its partners—-Colonel G. Kyrrin-Taytor, and Major 
G. Louts WALKER. Bat these instances are only typical of the 
devoted zeal with which the profession in Liverpool has faced 
the crisis—a zeal which is rivalled in many other directions. 


The New Lunacy Master. 

THE APPOINTMENT of Sir DAvip BryNMor JONES to the 
Mastership in Lunacy, rendered vacant by the death of Mr. 
FiscHER, constitutes, we believe, a break in the traditions of the 


office. The work, it is understood, consists chiefly in the admin. 
istration of lunatics’ estates, and the office has usually, if 
not exclusively, been held by members of the equity bar who 


have attained eminence in the profession. It has, indeed, been 
regarded as one of the comparatively few official appointments 
which to that branch. Hence the appointment will 
have been a surprise to Lincoln’s Inn, and we imagine that 
practitioners generally would have preferred the selection of a 
lawyer whose experience was more closely related to 
the duties of the At the same time we recognize that 
Sir Davip Brynmor Jones bas rendered in many capacities 
public service which entitles him to promotion. It may be re- 
membered that a few years ago a scheme was on foot for amalga- 
mating the judicial offices of the Masters in Lunacy and the 
offices of the Lunacy Commissioners, and this was incorporated 
in the Lunacy Bill of 1911. The distinction between Masters (2), 
Visitors (3), and Commissioners (11, namely, six paid and 
five unpaid) was to be abolished, and a Lunacy Commission 
of 18 Commissioners was to iblished, thirteen paid and five 
unpaid. There would thus be an increase of two paid officials. 
There had been no change since 1845, although the lunatics under 
the care of the Commissioners had increased from 25,000 to 
125,000. Of the thirteen paid Commissioners, seven were to be 
doctors and six barristers. On vacancies occurring in the office of 
Master in Lunacy, the duties were to be performed by legal mem- 
bers of the Commission. This scheme was dropped in the passage 
of the Bill through Parliament, and the immediate necessity for 
an increase in the Commissioners was met by the addition of 
two paid Commissioners (Lunacy Act, 1911, s. 3). The present 
appointment, which appears to be of a permanent nature, 
seems to indicate that the scheme of amalgamation is to con 
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tinue in abeyance. 


The New Emergency Legislation. 
WE HAVE now received copies of all the recent Emergency 





(c. 12), which were the statutes of chief importance ; and we 
now print, so faras we have room this weck, the further statutes 
to which it is desirable to make immediate reference. These 
are :—(e. 2) The Customs (Exportation Restriction) Act, 1914, 
which extends the power of prohibition under the Exportation 
of Arms Act, 1900, to articles of every description ; (c. 3) the 
House of Common: (Commissions in His Majesty’s Forces) Act, 
1914, which prevents the acceptance of a commission by 4 
member of the present Parliament from vacating his seat : the 
restriction to the present Parliament was introduced during the 
passage of the Bill through Parliament ; (c. 6) the Consolidated 
Fund (No. 1) Act, 1914 (Session 2), empowering the Treasury 
to raise £225,000,000 ; (c. 7) the Finanee Act,1914 (Session 2) ; (¢, 
9) the Criminal Justice Administration (Postponement) Act, 
1914, which postpones for most purposes the Criminal Justice 
Administration Act, 1914, from Ist December, 1914, to 1st April, 


















1915 ; (c. 10) the Local Authorities (Disqualification Relief) Act, 
1914, which extends the relief under the cognate Act of 
1900 to naval and military service during the war; (c. 11) 





the Government War Obligations Act, 1914, which empowers 
the Government to fulfil its various obligations incurred during 
the war for preserving credit ; (c. 13) the Execution of ‘Trusts 
(War Facilities) Act, 1914, which enables trustees on war service 
to delegate their powers ; (c. 15) the National Insurance (Navy 
and Army) Act, 1914 (Session 2), exempting seamen, marines, 
and soldiers from certain conditions under the National Insurance 
Act, 1911; (ec. 17) the Navy and Marines (Wills) Act 1914, 
enabling the Admiralty to dispense with compliance with the 
cognate Acts of 1865 and 1897; and (ec. 18) the Injuries in 
War Compensation Act, i914 (Session 2), which extends and 
amends the corresponding Act passed at the beginning of the 
war. 


















The Prize Court. 


Ir witt be seen from an announcement which we print 
elsewhere that the Government have appointed a committee to 
deal with claims of British, allied, and neutral persons against 
vessels and cargoes which are condemned as prizes by the Prix 
Court. The sittings of that court in the last three months have 
furnished decisions of great interest, and the importance of the 
judgments which have been delivered by Sir SamurL Evans has 
only been equalled—if we may say so—by the learning and 
ability by which they have been marked. Even where, as in 
the case of The Marie (Glaeser (ante, p. 5), we have taken the 
liberty of doubting the expediency of the decision at the present 
time, we hive admitted that, on the authorities, it was cifficult 
to arrive at any other conclusion. On the question of the right 
of alien enemies to appear, on which the court at one time took 
what seemed to us to be a narrow view, the practice has been 
altered, and alien enemies are now at liberty to appear and urge 
any claim which modern relaxations of the law leave op>n to them. 
And on difficult questions of prize law some notable judgments 
have been given—such as the The Tommi (ante, p. 26), 02 
national character at the outbreak of war ; The Mowe (ante, p. 76), 
on the expressions “in port” and “on the high seas,” ; 7 
Miramichi (ante, p. 107), on stoppage of cargo destined forthe 
enemy ; and the curious case of 7he Roumanian (Times, 8th inst.), 
which enemy oil pumped into tanks on shore was condemned # 
being still “in port,” though it was admitted that the old right 
to capture enemy property ov land was now obsolete. 
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The Committee on British and Neutral 
against Prizes 






But THE most important of all these decisions is 7'he Marit 
Glaeser, in which it was held that neutral mortgagees had ™ 
right against a condemned ship. On this we remarked recently] 
(58 SoLicrrors’ JOURNAL p. 833) :—‘ We regret Lord STOWELLS 
decisions, which have set the Prize Courts of the world on? 
wrong tack, and we cannot imagine any principle of conv niene 
or probity which justifies the sacrifice of friendly or neutral 












Legislation, with the exception of the Royal Marines Act, 1914. 
We printed last week the defence of the Realm Consolidation 
Act (c, 8) and the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act 





mortgagees to the right of capture.” The appointment of # 
committee referred to above is the best comment on the just 
' . 

of this remark, though we should have preferred to see the pa 
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id we Ne ae aS age eae a pine — 
tutes law altered by a bold judicial decision, rather than to have the Solicit ir and Client Costs 
These law reversed. by an extra-judicial committee. For that is what Sore ~ ape ‘ 
1914, it really comes to; or we had better say, perhaps, that a new IN THE case of Giles v. Landall (reported elsewhere) the 
tation equity is to be introduced to override the strictness of the Prize | Court of Appeal has given, apparently, the first English judicial 
3) the Court. But as a matter of fact the procedure is wholly unsatis- | sanction to the threefold division of solicitor and client costs 
) Act, factory. If a Prize Court decision that the rights of British or | which is stilf recognized in the taxing-masters’ office The 
by a neutral mortgagees shall be sacriliced is unjustifialle—as it | three cases are; (1) Where the costs ace payable by the client 
,: the dearly is—then the proper course is to treat Lord Srowg..’s law | to his solicitor, including the case where they are payable out of 
ig the as out of harmony with modern notions, and to alter it. Still, | a fund belonging entirely to the client; (2) where they are 
idated the appoiutment of a committee to temper the decisions of the | payable out of a fund in which various persons are interested ; 
easury Prize Court, though it is a makeshift, is better than nothing. | and (3) wkere they are payable by the opposite party, including 
2):(¢ It is a recognition that the prize law is in fact wrong, and that | the case where they are payable out of a fund belonging entirely 
) Act, the necessity for setting it right can only be met by executive | to such party. A search in the books for the distinetion shews 
Justice action. Of course, after this war the whole position of prize | that it is given in substantially the same form in “Seton” (7th 
April, law will call for reconsideration. We have not had the oppor- | ed., p. 244) and “ Daniels” (Sth ed., p. 1078), but in each case 
f) Act, tunity hitherto to notice the very interesting article on “ The | Without reference to judicial authority. The statement in 
ct of Prize Court of Great Britain and Ireland,” which Mr. E. 8. | “ Daniels” was, however, quoted with approval in /tyan v. Dolan 
(ce. 11) Roscog, the registrar of the Court, contributed to the Vine- | (7 Ir. Rep. Eq. 92). No doubt the distinction was originally 
powers teenth Century for November, but we may call attention to his established by the taxing-masters upon considerations of 
during suggestion that the policy of the Government is now the deten- | justice and practical expediency, though it is, perhaps, 
Trusts tion and not the confiscation of enemy ships. Prize law arose | surprising, in view of the recent tendency to make costs 
service out of the desire for booty; it has endured on the ground that | equivalent to an indemnity against the expenses of litigation, 
( Navy it is a naval necessity in war. But if, says Mr. Roscor, “by | to find four modes of taxation still reeognized 
varines, the detention of the merchant ships of a belligerent the purposes | party and party and three kinds of solicitor and client taxation 
sirance of the other belligerent are gained, then the action has all the and in the present case the distinction seems to have been a trap 
1914, military advantages of condemnation and sale without perma- | tor the unwary. An aetion for breach of promise was settled 
ith the neutly depriving the owners of the vessels of their property.” | upon terms of the defendant paying £500 and costs a 
iries in The present action of the Government does not, perhaps, support | between solicitor and client. It was alleged by the plaintifl 
ds and this suggestion, but, as we have said, the whole matter should | that this was intended to provide for all costs for which sli 
of the come up for consideration later. It will then have to be deter- | was liable to her soliciter, and the Court of Appeal assumed 
mined whether the apparent benefits of capture in this war really that this was so; but in that case the proper form would 
turn the scale against the case for abolition of the right. * | have been “ payment of solicitor and own client costs.” This 
would have carried costs on scale (1) referred to above; that is, on 
tl Discovery in Action for Infringement of Patent. the most liberal scale ; but the terms actually used carried costs on 
a. to A NEW ground of defence to an action for infringement of a i we °) one je: — ily ro — ven _— a os 
against patent was introduced by section 25 (2) of the Patents and ae ha ea a ¥ ) oy aol dd ert pe on 
3 Designs Act, 1907, which provides. i ffect. th: ated we lave relerre to the threefold division of solicitor and 
e Prim ™ 2 I » In elfect, that every ground | client costs as a trap for the unwary, and the words do not seem 
hs have fe Which a patent may be revoked shall be available by way of to be too strong. Counsel and solicitor ‘ttiew on oct 
e of the _— to an action of infringement. On an application to the ciation “ae saliiiet wa i client ace ‘sand Gian ‘dian 
ANS has ten a patent may be revoked by him on the ground that | nity for the client, and it may very wall mes be present to thei 
ing and the patent has been worked exclusively or mainly outside the minds to specify the particular kind of solicitor and client t 
. an United Kingdom. When such an application is made to the tio whick ‘5 mes Ae It » ld] ne es 1 ma Ph 
ken the Comptroller, the applicant for revocation has to make out a vee > cages Hopes offered “oy perso she berm then 
present prima fucie case betore the patentee is called upon to defend his the order corrected but this perhaps hardly met the case. The 
difficult patent. In a recent case before NeviLLE, J., the defendants in question is, to ales out al es wo the plaintif a enahe i Gann 
he right aa action for infringement of a patent had raised the above-men- | is entitled. When the new form of Ord. 65, r. 27 (29) wa 
me too tioned defence, and after the pleadings had been closed, and | jntroduced in 1910, there was an impression that it was intended 
ras been —— had been given by the defendants, they applied for an to give an rte Tone , poole g “all e pon other . than 
und urge sted wad eed = plaintitls documents. This was re-| those incurred through over-caution—the “luxuries” of litiga 
to them. eo , 4 ——- in effect, that the time for an order for tion: and pron facie the ordin wy distinction between party and 
gents me ap oe aes aenree, because the defendants had not made party and solicitor and client costs was abolished. But in / 
26), os eh pga Ju oc a on the matter alleged by the defence. | Bradshaw (1902, 1 Ch. 436), Kexewicu, J., said it was proper 
é, P- 16}, alle atic 2” f he def er order asked for. He said that the | still to give solicitor and client costs where this was intended 
iS, 5 a meat . oan oe had to be proved at the trial of the | That, however, wasa case of costs out of a fund, and it is no 
forthe ie the terial “y was no known method by which a litigant, prior | authority for distinguishing the third kind of costs mentioned 
inst. ), 10 whey 43 of an action, can give prima facie evidence of the | above from ordinary party and party costs. And it seems tha 
mned # that, th se ane of his — He said that it appeared to him | according to the practice of the taxing-masters’ office the addi 
old right it in all er aye - this case, he would have to refuse vional allowance only includes some letters and attendances. 
the absenco of authority Cnet comes he uP; _ in | Parties when they are stipulating for solicitor and client costs do 
” be justified in doing thi The — way; he wou not not mean merely to bring in trifling items of this nature 
Claim limited) (97 Be PC s ‘he case of Thermos (Limited) v. Irola Perhaps we may be allowed to suggest that the decision of 
ina ral As Boom Arctic.’ oo = mal of —_— had, the Court of Appeal would have been more practical if it had not 
he Mart by the plaintifts, eee aiiled eaner te bs seintif in cocuments simply adopted the existing distinctivn in the taxing-masters 
= had 1 ease ; but Nevis oe a y h e plaintills in the present | office, but h ad really considered how far that distinction is 
| recently issues had not ~—. Pr tery oi “y = - Thermos case the compatible with rule 27 (29). ‘The regulation recognizes a 
TOWELS Court of Appeal was that. ‘a oe | that the — of the distinction between party and party and solicitor and own client 
ywrid on defined, there eould be > y~ onlin - og ns t a action were Costs, but we doubt whether it authorizes any other 
nveniene templated the existence of a diffe ery; _ wre | certainly con- | distinction. It must be remembered that own client 
r neutral issues had been defined. 1 th erent state of things after the | costs do not include extraordinary expenses unless specially 
nt of & ned, so that distin af hed vag yr a the issues had been authorized by the client. We recognize that there is practical 
he juste decision of a gg : ht r Thermos case. We think experience in the taxing-masters office to which deference 
. the pat an appeal NEVILLE, /., is right, but probably there will be | should be paid, but we suggest that the result of (/iles v. Randall 
’ is unsatisfactory. There scems to be no reason now for main 
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taining a threefold scheme of solicitor and client costs. These, 
when given against another party—item (3) above—are really 
the same as party and party costs, and this item might very well 
disappear. There would then remain only solicitor and client 
costs against a common fund, and the same costs against “own 
client,” and an order for solicitor and client co:ts against the 
other party would mean, as it is intended to mean, “ own client” 
costs. Indeed, outside the taxing-masters’ office, it would not 
be supposed that they could mean anything else; and that, 
indeed, used t» be the judicial view: “Such costs as the client 
would have to pay to his solicitor”: Forster v. Davies (32 Beav. 
p. 627). But at present it must be understood that solicitor and 
client costs are not worth asking for unless they are : (1) payable 
out of a fund, or (2) expressed to be “solicitor and own client 
costs. 





Emergency Legislation of Germany. 


By Cuarces Henry Hvusericn, of Berlin and Hamburg, Coun- 
sellor-at-Law of the United States Supreme Court Bar, and 
RiCHARD KING, of London, Solicitor of the Supreme Court, 
England. 

First SUPPLEMENT. 


In the series of articles published anfe, pp. 22, 39, 55, and 70, 
the emergency legislation of Germany was considered with 
reference to the law as in force on 15th October, 1914. During 
the period from 16th October, to 1st December, 1914, a number 
of now Ordinances have been enacted. Most of the legislation 
has been of an amendatory character. Of new measures the 


ordinance relating to enemy goods in charge of the Customs, and 
the law providing for the sequestration of the property of French 


citizens, are the most important. 

Supervision of Enemy Business Undertakings.*—An Ordinance 
of 22nd October, 1914+, provides that where an enemy busine:s 
undertaking or braneh has b2en placed under supervision, and 
there isno manager or employee within the country authorized 
to act, or where the manger or employee fails to discharge his 
functions, a representative of the undertaking may be appointed 
by the court upon demand of the supervisor. This representa- 
tive succeeds to all the rights and duties of the manager or 
other employee. 

Prohibition of Payme nls to France and Iussia.—The Ordinance 
of 30th September, 1914}, has been extended in its application 
to France and her Colunies and Possessions by an Ordinance of 
20th October, 1914,§ and to Russia and Finland by an Ordinance 
of 19th November, 1914). 

Moratory Legislation.**—The Ordinance of 7th August, 1914, 
provided that no suit could be instituted before 3lst October, 
1914, in respect ot a claim due to a natural or juristic person 
domiciled abroad. Toe period of payment has been extended to 
3ist January, 1915.tt Toe maturity of bills of exchange 
drawn in foreign countries, which by the Ordinance of 10th 
August, 1914, was extended for three months, has been 
extended for an additional period of three months. Interest at the 
rate of 6 per cent. per annum is to be paid. {t 

The moratorium in respect of bills of exchange and cheques 
payable in Alsace-Lorraine, the Province of East Prussia, and 
in the following districts of the Province of West Prussia ; 
Marienburg, Elbing, Stuhm, Marienwerder, Rosenberg, Grau- 
denz, Loebau, Culm, Briesen, Strassburg and Thorn—which has 
been several times extended,§s was extended for a period of 
thirty days by an Ordinance of 22nd October, 1914,)))| and for 
a further period of thirty days by the Ordinance of 23rd Nov- 
ember, 1914.*** 


* See 50 SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 22. 
1 R.G.BL, 1914, p. 447, Effecsive imme Jliately. 
t 59 SoLicrrons’ JOURNAL, 89. 
$ R.G.BL, 1914, p. 443, effective immediately. 
|| R.G.BL, 1914, p. 479, effective immediately. 
5) SOLICITORS JOURNAL, pp. 40, 55. 
tt Ordinance of 22nd Octob-r, 1914, R.G.BI., 1914 p. 449 
4} Ordinance of 22nd Oc‘ober, 1914, R.G.BI. 1914 Pp 448, 
$8 59 SoLicrrors’ JOURNAL, p. 55. : eal 
bi) R.G.Bi, wit, p. 449, 
** B.G.BL, 1914., p. 484 





The law of 4th August, 1914, which conferred special privi- 
leges on persons in active sarvice, has now been extended to 
— who are in the land or naval forees of Austria- 

ungary*,. 

Prize Law.—Lead (in ingots, plates and pipes), copper, lum- 
ber (whether unfinished or finished), wood, coaltar, sulphur 
(whether raw or purified), and sulphuric acid are added to the 
list of conditional contraband. f 

Enemy Goods in Customs.—By Ordinance of 15th October, 
1914,} it is provided that goods which on the date of the publi- 
cation of the oe are in the hands of the Customs authorities 
for the account of a natural or juristic person, domiciled in 
Belgium, France, Great Britain or Russia, or in the Colonies 
or Possessions of any of these countries, shall be temporarily 
seized by the Customs authorities. The Imperial Chancellor is 
empowered by way of reprisal to decree confiscation. In caso of 
proceedings of condemnation the owner or his agent has the 
right to be heard. The Chancellor may extend the provisions of 
the Ordinance to enemy countries other than those named, and 
may grant exemptions from seizure. 

Deulings in Securities bearing English Revenue Stamps.—By an 
Ordinance of 19th November, 1914§, all contracts for the sale 
of obligations of the German Empire or of a constituent State of 
the Empire, or obligations guaranteed as to principal or interest 
by the Empire or one of the German States, and bearing an 
English\| revenue stamp, are prohibited, as are also all brokerage 
transactions in respect of such obligations, The Ordinance does 
not apply to obligations of the nature indicated above, where 
such obligations have been uninterruptedly since 31st July, 
1914, within Germany. The Chancellor is empowered to 
extend the provisions of the Ordinance to other securities. The 
Ordinance furthermore forbids the delivery or acceptance of 
securities bearing an English revenue stamp in performance of 
a contract of sale. The penalty is imprisonment not exceeding 
one year and a fine of not exceeding Marks 5,000. 

Sequestration of Property of French Citizens.—An Ordinance of 
26th November, 1914,** obviously enacted in retaliation for the 
French Decree of 27th September, 1914,+t provides that the 
administrative authorities (Landeszentralbehérden) may, with 
the assent of the Imperial Chancellor, place business undertakings 
owned entirely or principally by citizens of France under 
sequestration. The administrator appointed by the Government 
assumes complete control of the undertaking, and may in his 
discretion either continue the business, or merely carry it on for 
purpose of liquidation. Where the undertaking is a company or 
a partnership having its registered office within Germany, the 
administrator may, with the consent of the administrative 
authorities, and upon motion of a German shareholder or partner, 
proceed to 8 winding up. All powers of the partners, directors and 
shareholders in the undertaking are superseded during the 
period of sequestration. The costs of the administration are 
payable out of the funds of the business. Where, after liquida- 
tion, any balanee remains, the amounts payable to French 
subjects are to be deposited at the Reichsbank. Where the 
person entitled to the payment lives within Germany the 
adminstrative authorities may permit the payment to him of such 
amounts as are necessary for his maintenance. The Chancellor 
may by way of retaliation extend the provisions of the Ordinance 
to citizens of other enemy States. 

Premiums on Gold. —An Ordinance of 23rd November, 191 4,!} 
prohibits the purchase and sale of German gold coins at a price 
exceeding their nominal value. The penalty is imprison 
ment, not exceeding one year and a fine of not exceeding 
Marks 5,000. 





* Ordinance of 22nd October, 1914, R.G.BI., 1914., p. 450. 

t Ordinance of 18th Octob r, 1914, B.G.BL, 1914, p. 441; Ordinance of 23rd November, 
1914, B.G.BL, 1914,p. 481. 

¢ R.G.BI., 1914, p. 438. 

§ R.G. Bi. 1914, p. 477. The provisions prohibiting the making of contracts of 
sale are effective immediately. The provisions prohibiting the delivery or acceptanct 
of the securities named are effective on 25th November, 1914. 

| The Ordinance uses the words “ Englische Stempel.” Quaere, whether the Act’ 
extends to securities bearing other forms of British revenue stamps. 

** Deutscher Reich:anzeiger No. 280 (28th November, 1914). 

tt Journal Officiel, 1914, p. 8069. 

3t B.G.BL, 1014, p. 487. 
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Reviews. 
Books of the Week. 


Criminal Law.—Mens Rea or Imputability under the Law 
of England. By Dovcias ArkENHEAD Stroup, LL.D., Professional 
Assistant in the Solicitor’s Department, General Post Office, London. 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 21s. 

Evidence.—The Law of Hearsay Evidence. By J. B. C. 
TREGARTHEN, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 5s. 
net. 

Children.--The Law Relating to the Child ; its Protection, 
Education and Employment. By Rosert WotsTENHOLME 
Hottanp, M.A., M.S8ec., LL.D. Barrister-at-Law. Sir Isaac 
Pitman & Sons (Limited). 5s. net. 








Correspondence. 


Costs under Poor Persons Order. 
(Te the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—With reference to your correspondent’s letter hereon of the 
28th ult. I write giving my views. 

The privilege to this class of litigant is extensive, and there are 
deserving cases. On the other hand, ingratitude is occasionally 
shewn, especially in cases bordering on an abuse of the privilege—in 
which the litigant is poor but the relatives (present and future) are 
not. Jn the latter kind of case, it seems to the present writer, the 
solicitor should either refuse to act, or, while advising its being 
brought under the rules, insist on having a guarantee or indemnity 
from a third party. 

De ta M. Mignon, 


16, Elgin-park, Redland, Bristol, Dec. 7. 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—I have read with very much interest Mr. Craigie’s 
letter upon this matter, and I quite agree with what he says. My 
firm have a good deal of business under the Poor Persons Order, and 
have always been, and still are, willing to help in proper cases, but 
the question raisea by Mr. Craigie, in your issue of the 5th inst., 
onght to be attended to. There are other questions also which I 
will not trouble you with, but I have already drawn the attention 
of the secretary to one, «.¢., that the authorities now refuse to 
send to the solicitor who undertakes the proceedings a copy of the 
report to the solicitor towhom the matter is referred in the first 
instance. J. D. B. Lewis. 

20, Bucklersbury, Lendon, E.C., Dec. 7. 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.]} 

Sir,—Surely if the suggestion of Mr. Craigie in your issue of 
to-day were apepten it would be legalizing a practice of “no cure, 
no pay,” which | have always understood to be contrary to the best 


rules of the profession. ; 
Dee. 5. SADDLER. 





War Loan, 1925-1928, and Trustees, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—The prospectus issued by the Bank of England states that 
this stock is an investment authorized by the “ Trustee Act, 1893,” and 
trustees may invest therein. notwithstanding that the price at the 
time of investment exceed the redemption price of £100 per cent. 

Trustees wishing to invest in it, on referring to their testator’s 
will, find he has authorized them to invest in “ British Govern- 
ment Consols,” but not in any other mode of investment. 

Do any of your readers know of any definition, statutory or 
otherwise, of “ British Government Consols,” that might embrace the 
stock now about to be issued. 

JoHn SEwELt. 

7, The Crescent, Carlisle, Dec. 8. 

[The statement in the prospectus was in accordance with the 
Trustee Act, 1893, ss. 1 and 2. Trustees are entitled to invest 
in the War Loan Stock unless expressly forbidden by the 
trust instrument. An omission to Mention a particular statutory 
trustee investment is not such a prohibition (Re Burke, 1908, 2 Ch. 
248) ; hence the authority to invest in “British Government Consols ” 
does not preclude investment in the present stock. That phrase is no 
doubt the same in meaning as Consols, and this technically is 
restricted to 2} per cent. Consolidated Stock. The point arose 





recently in Re Windsor (57 Soticrrors’ JourNAt, 555 ; 108 L. T. 
947).—Ep. S./.] 





Billeting Soldiers. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 
setting > oh state in your valuable journal under what authority 
troops are billeted in private houses ? F. R. B. 
13, Walbrook, E.C., Dee. 5. 


(The authority is section 108a of the Army Act, 1881 (added by 
section 7 of the Army (Annual) Act, 1909, and amended by the 
Army (Annual) Act, 1913, s. 4), and the Order in Council of 4th 
August, 1914, declaring a state of emergency and authorizing the 
issue of requisitions of emergency (Manual of Emergency Legislation, 
p. i ; 58 Souicrrors’ JouRNAL, p. 769, War Orders, No. 10.)— Eb. 
See . 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


Re LORD LAWRENCE. LAWRENCE cv. LAWRENCE. No. 1. 
30th October ; 2nd and 2lst November. 

Witt—Lecat Devise—Comwpenpiovus Form or Srricr SerrLement— 
Devise To ‘‘ IssuzE MaALe In Succession so THat, &c. '’—EstTates ror 
Lire To Issue Born 1n Testator’s Liretime—Inrropuctory Worps— 
Rute «Nn SHELLEY'S CASE, 








A testator devised real estate ‘‘ unto and to the use of every son of 
mine and his issue male in succession, so that every elder son and his 
issue male be preferred to every younger son and his issue male. — 
and so that every son and grandson who shall be begotten in my life- 
time take an estate for life,’ with remainder to his sons according to 
seniority in tail male, and to eve ry grandson begotten after testator's 
decease an estate in tail male. 

Held, that the words of the devise down to “‘ succession"’ and before 
‘so that” were merely introductory to the rest; that the clause muat 
be read as a whole, and, so read, created a compendious form of atrict 
settlement, under which a grandson of the testator born in his lifetime 
took an estate fur life only, and not an estate tail, and that the rule in 
Shelley's case hud no application. 


Appeal from a decision of Astbury, J. (reported 58 Soxicrtors'’ 
Journa, 672), on an originating summons to determine the construc- 
tion of a will. By his wil!', dated 1lth March, 1872, the testator 
devised his real estate ‘‘ unto and to the use of every son of mine and 
his issue male in succession, so that every elder son and his issve male 
be preferred to every younger son and his issue male, and that my 
grandsons respectively with their respective issue male take in succession 
according to their respective seniorities, and so that every such son and 
very such grandson who ehall be begotten in my lifetime take an estate 
for his life without impeachment of waste, with remainder to his first 
aml every subsequent son successively, according to seniority in tail 
male; and that every such grandeon who shall be begotten after my 
decease take an estate in tail male.’’ The testator died in 1879, leaving 
surviving him his eldest son and a grandson, the plaintiff, only son of 
the latter. ‘The testator’s son “died without having executed any dis 
entailing assurance in 1913. The plaintiff, the third Lord Lawrence, 
claimed that his father became entitled under the will to an estate tail, 
and as this was not barred, that be became tenant in tail by descent on 
his father’s death, and not only tenant for life, and reliance was placed 
on his behalf on Re Simcoe, Vowler v. Simcoe (1913, 1 Ch. 552). On 
behalf of the plaintiff's son and other remaindermen it was contended 
that the devise, read as a whole, was simply a compendicus form of 
strict settlement taken from Hayes and Jarman’s Concise Forms of 
Wills (7th edition, 1869, p. 451), and that the plaintiff only took an 
estate for life. Astbury, J., upheld this contention, and the plaintiff 
appealed. Cur. adv. vult. 

Tue Court dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., after stating the facts and reading the 
devise, proceeded : Lengthy and learned arguments had been addressed 
to the court on the rule in Shelley's case (1 Co. Rep. 93b) and the 
numerous authorities on that rule. But, in his lordship’s opinion, the 
rule had no application to the present will. There was no life estate 
to the plaintiff's father, the second Lord Lawrence, with remainder to 
his issue in tail male Nor was there any attempt to create an estate 
tail, and then to deprive it of its legal incidents. The plain intention 
of the testator was that his eldest son should take an estate for life, 
and that the plaintiff, who was born in tue testator’s lifetime, should on 
his father’s death take an estate for life, with remainder to the plain- 
tiff’s first and other sons in tail male. The rule in Shelley's case was 
no doubt a rule of law quite irrespective of the testator’s wishes, but 
it would be wrong to introduce it for the purpose of defeating the 
expressed intention of the testator. The form used by the testator 
was taken from Hayes and Jarman, a work of high authority, where it 
was used for the purpose of effecting a strict settlement. It was not 
the modern form, but it was effective. The decision of the learned 
judge below was correct, and the appeal would be dismissed. 

Kennepy and Swrxren Eapy, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same 
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effect, the former referring to Van Grutten v. Foxwell (1897, A. C. 658), 
Roddy v. titzgerald (6 A. C. 875), and Re Simcoe (supra), among other 
cases, and approving the paraphrase of the devise made by Astbury, J., 
aml the latter observing that the devise did not etop at the word “‘ suc- 
cession,’ but that the subsequent words were part of it, and shewed 
that every son and grandson born in the testator’s lifetime was to take 
only a life estate. It was quite open to a testator to shew that he had 
not used words in their technical sense, if he also clearly shewed the 
sense in which he did use them; and that he had done in the present 
case.—CounseL, F. H. Maugham, K.C., and W. A. Greene; Hon. Frank 
Russell, K.C., and Edward Beaumont; Diahton Pollock. Sorrscrrors, 
Dunderdale, Dehn, & Co.; Ranken, Ford, Ford, & Chester. 
(Reported by H. Laworomp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.) 
Re AYNSLEY. KYBLE v. TURNER. 


Witt—Lecacy—Avemption— Bequest ror Benerit or Parisn Cuurcu 
ro Carry Our Wisn or Wire—Sussequent PuRCcHASE AND Girt OF 
LAND FoR Same Ossect in Memory or Wire—Dtstinction or Motive 

Coviciy Conrirnminc WiLL, 

1 testator, by his u ill, gave a legac y of £500 to be imvested in the 
purchase of land to be held as gle be land of the parish church, and 
declared that he the gift to carry out the of his 
late A year lates he purchased land in the parish for £375, and 
conveyed it by a deed of gift expressed to be in memory of his wife to 
trustees upon similar trustea to those of the le gacy. Stx years later, by 
a codicil, he confirmed his will. 

Held (affirming Joyce, J., but on different grounds), that there had 
heen “ao ade mption of the legac y either complete or partial, 

Appeal by residuary legatees from a decision of Joyce, J. (1914, 
2 Ch, 422), on an originating summons. By his will dated 3lst Decem 
ber, 1904, the Reverend J. C. M. Aynsley appointed the plaintiffs 
executors and trustees, and bequeathed a legacy of £500 upon trust to 
invest the same in the purchase of land in the parish of Madley, 
Hereford, to be used as glebe land for the said parish, and declared that 
he made the bequest in pursuance of the express wish of his wife (who 
died in 1896) to do something for the parish. In August, 1905, the 
testator purchased a meadow in the parish for £423, out of which sum 
he himself had paid £375, the balance of £48 (the price of the timber on 
the land) being found by the vicar of the parish, and by a deed of 
conveyance of 25th November, 1905, the property was conveyed to the 
Hereford Diocesan Finance Association by the testator and the vicar | 
upon trust for the use of the vicar during his life, and subject thereto 
upon trust for the augmentation of the living as if it were part of the 
slebe thereof. The conveyance contained a recital that the said J.C. M. 
Aynsley had purchased the property with the intention of presenting 
the same to the living of Madley in memory of his wife. The testator 
made a codicil dated 17th November, 1911, bequeathing further legacies, 
and otherwise confirming his will, and died in January, 1913. 
He had never informed the vicar of the bequest. This was 
a summons issued by the plaintiffs to determine the question whether 
the legacy of £500 bequeathed by the testator’s will was adeemed, 
either wholly or partially, by the conveyance of 1905 to the association, 
who, with the vicar, were made defendants. Joyce, J., in a considered 
judgment, held that there had been no ademption, mainly on the 
ground that the codicil amounted to a republication of the will. The 
residuary legatees appealed, and counse their behalf relied on 
Powys v. Mansfield (8 My. & Cr. 359), and contended that the 
motives of the legacy and the gift were one and the same. 

Tue Court dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Cozens-Har-y, M.R., stated the facts and proceeded: It was 
argued by the appellants that the conveyance of 1905 was an ademption, 
either pro tanto or wholly, of the legacy of £500, but his lordship was 
quite unable to follow the argument. The will and the deed were quite 
independent, The intention of the testator to give the legacy in 
pursuance of the express wish of his wife was plainly shewn. But the 
object of the conveyance was a memorial of his late wife, which was 
quite different. The court were asked to say that the construction of 
those documents should be varied on account of a conversation which 
took place between the testator and the vicar of the parish some eight 
years before the date of the will. In his lordship’s opinion evidence 
of such a conversation was quite inadmissible. There being nothing in 
the relation of the parties to raise any presumption of ademption, and 
there being the difference in amount between £500 and £375, he entirely 
declined to hold that the conveyance was an ademption of the legacy. 
That conclusion arrived at apart from the effect of the codicil 
executed after the date of the conveyance, by which the testator con 
firmed his will. : 

Kennepy, L.J., and Warrineton, J., concurred.—Counser, F. H. 
Vaugham, K.C., and Whitmere Richards; K.C., and H. E#. 
Wright. Sorscrrors, Cree & Turner, for EH. Stanley Lloyd, Ludlow ; 
Crowders, Vizard, Oldham, & Co., for Humfrys 4 Symonds, Hereford. 

[Reported by H. Laxeronp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.) 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re IMPERIAL TOBACCO CO. OF GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND. 


Eve, J. Ist December. 
Trane-Mark—Removat rrom Rectster—Prince or Wares’ FeaTHers 
Contrary to LAW—CALcuLatep To Decerve—Person AGGRIEVED 
Trape-Marks Act, 1905 (5 Ep. 7, c. 15), ss. 11, 35, 


Three old trade-marks, consisting principally of the Prince of Wales’ | 


Feathers, were registered many years before the Trade-Marks Act, 1905, 
and had been used ever since. Ona motion to remove the marks from 
the register on the ground that they were contrary to law and calcu- 
lated to deceive, 

Held, that the motion failed and must be dismissed, with costs. 

This was a motion by the Royal Warrant-holders’ Association to 
remove from the register three old trade-marks, which consisted prin 
cipally of the Prince of Wales’ Feathers. The objections to the 
continuance of the marks on the register were that the right to use 
the feathers was an honour conferred by the Prince of Wales, and the 
device could not be used as a trade-mark, that the marks were calcu 
lated to deceive by leading to the belief that a royal warrant had been 
granted, and that the goods were supplied to and used by the Prince 
of Wales, and that the marks offended against the royal prerogative, the 
provisions of section 11 of the Trade-Marks Act, 1905, and section 20 
of the Merchandise Marks Act, 1887. 

Eve, J.—This motion is launched under section 35 of the Trade- 
Marks Act, 1905, for the removal from the register of three marks 
belonging to the respondents and used by them in their business. The 
motion is founded on the allegation that each mark is contrary to 
law or contains matter so calculated to deceive within the meaning 
of section 11 of the Act as to disentitle it to protection. It is estab 
lisned by the evidence that from the years 1866, 1869, and 1874 respe« 
tively these marks have been continuously and extensively used for 
the sale of tobacco-and snuff by their successive owners down to the 
present time, and, subject to a single exception, no evidence has been 
adduced to shew that any purchaser has ever been deceived by what 
the applicants contend are the deceptive attributes of the marks 
Each of these three marks was a good registrable trade-mark under 
the statutes and practice in force prior to the Act of 1905, and I 
decline altogether to adopt the view that the mere fact that they 
contain matter now no longer registrable supplies any reliable 
criterion for determining whether they are contrary to law or for 
measuring their alleged deceptive qualities. A number of affidavits 
have been filed, and in substance what the deponents say is that any 


| and every display of the Prince of Wales’ feathers by a trader in 


connection with his goods leads to the belief in their minds that such 
display is authorized by royal warrant. I do not doubt the bond 
fides of the deponents, but the evidence shews that not only has the 
device of the three feathers been used by the predecessors of the 
respondents for a long series of years, going back it is claimed in 
some cases to the year 1827 and earlier, but also that it has been 
adopted by traders holding no royal warrant for all kinds of goods, 
and has been registered as or as part of a trade-mark for a great 
variety of different goods. In a very large number of these cases it 
has been displayed with the addition of the words ‘‘ Trade-Mark”’ 
ov ** Registered Trade-Mark,’’ a user wholly inconsistent with a claim 
founded solely on a revocable licence. The deponents in the affi 
davits filed in support of the motion have unwittingly jumped to 
ovclusions, and expressed those conclusions in positive opinions, 
,ithout having first equipped themselves with an adequate knowledge 
of the facts, and now that the facts are known, the court cannot and 
does not accept their conclusions as right or their opinions as sound. 
This result really disposes of the motion, but had I been called upon 
to deal with the respondents’ evidence in detail, I should have been 
prepared to hold that they have established that there is nothing in 
or in the use of any one of the marks contrary to law, or calculated to 
induce the belief in the mind of any ordinarily intelligent and reason- 
able man that they now hold, or ever have held, a royal warrant, or 
that the tobacco was smoked by or supplied to the late King when 
Prince of Wales, although in this latter connection it is to be noted 
that the mixture was, in fact, at one time regularly supplied to Marl- 
borough House when the late King was resident there, and was charged 
to his account. I desire further to say—as this is admittedly put for- 
ward as a test case—that even if it had been established that these 
marks were calculated to induce the belief to-day that the respondents 
hold, or have held, a royal warrant, I should not have made any order 
on the motion. In my opinion, section 11 has no application to a mark 
which was in no sense contrary to the law when registered, and the 
use of which to-day is identical with that which has obtained ever 
since it was registered. It does not. of course, follow that euch a mark 
might not be so used as to become contrary to law or deceptive within 
the section; but that is not the case here, and I cannot accede to the 
argument that the Legislature ever intended that the question as to 
the continuance on the register of an old mark, lawful when registered, 
should be dependent on legislation (for example, section 68 of the Act 
of 1905), passed long subsequent to the registration. In my opinion the 
applicants are not persons aggrieved within section 35 of the Act. 
At the date when this motion was launched there were no persons hold 
ing royal warrants, all those granted by the late King and by His 
Majesty having determined on their respectively coming to the throne. 
It is possible that the authority to proceed under section 68 might be 
held to have the effect of putting the applicants in the position of an 
aggrieved person, but thie was not given until long after the notice of 
motion had been served, and cannot affect the true position of the 
applicants at the moment when the proceedings were commenced. In 
my opinion the motion fails on all grounds, and I dismiss it with 
costs.—Counsen, Cave, K.C., Maugham, K.C., and Kerly, K.C.; 
Walter, K.C., Colefax, K.C., and Sebastian; The Solicitor-General (Sir 
S. Buckmaster, K.C.), and Austen Cartmell. Sorscrrors, F&. dD. 
Tillett: McKenna & Co.; The Solicitor to the Board of Trade. 


(Reported by 8S. E. Writtams, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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ODDENINO v, THE METROPOLITAN WATER BOARD. Sargant,J. | 


15th and 16th October. 


WarenworRKs—Svurer_y or Watrer—Restaurant—Ortion or rue Boarp 
fo Surety BY Merer—Trape orn MaAncracrurinc PwurRposes- 
Domestic Purposes—Merropouitan Water Boarp (Cuarces) Act, 
1907 (7 Ep. 7, c. cLxx1.), ss. 8, 16, 20 anp 25. 

Section 20 of the Metropolitan Water Board (¢ harges) Act, 1907 
which says that the boara are not * bound to afford a supply 
of water otherwise than by measure to any house or building 
whereof any part w used for any trade or manufacturing purpose for 
which water ts used”’ is a section addressed to the character of the 
house, and not to the purposes to which water is put; and accordingly 
the decisions as to the meaning of the words * any trade, manufacture 
or business’’ in section 25 of the suid Act are not applicable in constru 
ing section 20, for the test which applies in defining the words in sec 
twa 25 is not whether the water is consumed in the course of trade, 
but whether the use of the water is in its nature domestic. 

Held, that the defendants were not bound to afford a supply of water 
to a restaurant otherwise than by measure. 

The Metropolitan Water Board v. Avery (1914, A. CU. 118) and 
Frederick v. Bognor Water Works Co. (1909, 1 Uh. 149) distinguished. 

This was an action brought by the occupier of a restaurant in Regent- 
street for the purpose of determining whether he was entitled to a supply 
of water in his restaurant for domestic purposes by rate under section 
8of the Metropolitan Water Board (Cnarges) Act, 1907, or whether 
under section 20 of that Act the defendants had the option 
of refusing a supply otherwise than by measure. Section 8 of the 
Act requires the Metropolitan Water Board to supply water for 
domestic purposes, when required, at a rate not exceeding 5 per cent. of 
the rateable value of the house, and section 16 provides that they shall 
supply, when required, water by measure for all purposes other than 
domestic. Section 20 provides that the Metropolitan Water Board are 
uot ‘‘ bound to afford a supply of water otherwise than by measure to 
any house or building whereot any part is used for any trade or manu- 
facturing purpose for which water is used.’’ Section 25 gives a list of 
the things that the expression ‘‘ domestic purposes ”’ shall not include 
and (inter alia) ‘‘ any trade, manufacture or business.’’ Counsel for the 
plaintiff contended that the words ‘‘trade or manufacturing purpose ”’ 
in section 20 should be construed in the same way in which the courts 
had construed the words ‘‘ any trade, manufacture or business "’ in sec 
tion 25, i.e., that the test to be applicd was not whether the water was 
consumed in the course of the trade, but whether the user of the water 
was in its nature domestic. This was the test applied in the case of 7'he 
Metropolitan Water Board v. Avery (1914, A. C. 118). He contended 
that the user in this restaurant was in its nature domestic. He also 
relied on Frederick v. The Bognor Water Works Co. (1900, 1 Ch. 149). 

Sarncant, J., after stating the facts ard reading sections 8, 16, 20 
and 25 of the Metropolitan Water Board (Charges) Act, 1907, 
cmmented at length on the authorities cited, particularly those 
decided under section 25 of the Act. He said: I have come to the 
conclusion that section 20 is not governed by the decisions which have 
been given upon section 25, and I think the test which is indicated by the 
words of section 20 is addressed to the character of the house, and not 
to the purposes to which the water is put. Accordingly I distinguish 
these cases cited to me, particularly the cases of The Metropalitan Water 
Board v. Avery (1914, A. C. 118), which decision I hold to be only 
applicable to the construction of the section under discussion in that 
case, and Frederick v. Bognor Water Works Co. (1909, 1 Ch. 149), 
and I hold that the defendants are not bound to afford a supply other- 
Wise than by measure to the plaintiff in his restaurant.—CouNsEL, 
Walter Ryde, K.C., and H. Courthope-Munroe, K.C.; Romer, K.C., 
and J. Goodland. Soxicrrors, Allen & Son; Walter Moon. 

(Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.) 


BIYFUS AHD OTHERS v. MAYOR, ALDERMEN AND COUNCILLORS 
OF CITY OF WESTMINSTER. Sargant, J. 16th and 19th October. 


Merropotis MANAGEMENT—LonpoN Srreer Wipentnc—Power To 
Take Parr or a House—Micuaet ANnGceto Tayitor’s Act, 1817 (57 
Geo. 3, c. 29), ss. 80 anpD 82. 


An injunction was granted to the frecholders of a certain restaurant 
to restrain the local body from proceeding under a notice to treat 
under Michael Angelo Taylor's Act, 1817, by teking the front portion 
only of the restaurant, although the tenant was willing to reface the 
front, but was unwilling that they should take the whole, since the 
taking of the part suggested would tend to destroy the identity of the 
premises. 

This was an action for an injunction to restrain the defendants, their 
servants and agents, from proceeding under a notice to treat under 
Michael Angelo Taylor’s Act, 1817, ss. 80 and 82. The facts were 

: The plaintiffs owned a certain restaurant in Old Compton-street, 
don, which was let on a twenty-one -years’ lease, determinable at 
the option of the tenant at the expiration of either seven or fourteen 
Years. On the 19th of December, 1913, the defendants, acting under 
ir powers under the said Act, served on the plaintiffs and on the 
tenant of the premises a notice to treat in respect of the front portion 
of these premises to the depth of about 4 ft. in order to carry out their | 
theme for widening Old Compton-street. The tenant was unwilling 
that the defendants should take the whole of the premises which he | 
using, but he did not object to sy to j if the part was taken. | 


“ 





ants taking a portion of the premises, because they said that the taking 
of such a part would destroy the identity of the premises, and would 
necessitate structural alterations in the rest of the premises. The cases 
cited were Green v. The Hackney Corporation (1910, 2 Ch. 105), Davis 
v. The City of London Corporation (1913, 1 Ch. 415), Thompson v. The 
Hammersnath ¢ orporation (1906, 1 Ch. 229), and ned v. The Wool- 
wich Borough Couneil (1910, 1 Ch. 35). 

_Sarcant, J., after stating the facts, said: The plaintiffs are en- 
titled to the injunction which they ask, since the taking of the part 
suggested would tend to destroy the identity of the premises.—CouNsen, 
Martelli, K.C., Beyfus, and Trickett; Romer, K.C., and Courthope 
Monroe, K.C. Soticrrors, Beyjus & Beyfus; Allen & Son. 

(Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.) 


CABABs v. CABABs AND OTHERS. 
14th October. 


W 16.—ConstTRucrion—ANNUITIBES—ACCUMULATION OF SuRPLUS INCOME 
Tut Deatu or Last ANNuUITANT—AccUMULATIONS Act, 1800 (39 & 40 
Geo 3, c. 98)—AccumuLations Beyonp THe Statutory Perrep—Un 
DISPOSED OF OR CauGut By Resipvary Girr—CLarmant ro Resipve 
Unknown Tit Deatu or Last ANNUrraNT. 


Re PAUL CABABX, Neville, J. 


A testator gave five annuities to be paid “‘ out of the residuary estate 
and my bank shares”’ and *“* subject as aforesaid” directed the surplus 
income to be accumulated until the death of the last annuitant, and 
disposed of the residue. One annuitant lived beyond the period of 
accumulation allowed by the Thellusson Act. 

Held, that there was an intestacy as to the income accumulated beyond 
the period. 

Re Pope (1901, 1 Ch. 64) not followed on the question cf the bank 


shares. 


In this case the testator, who died in 1886, by his will gave five 
annuities which were directed to be paid ¥ out of the residuary estate and 
my bank shares ’’ and ‘‘ subject as aforesaid’ the surplus income was 
directed to be accumulated until the death of the last annuitant, and 
then the residue was to go in halves to certain nephews with remainders 
over. In the events which happened one annuitant lived beyond the 
period of accumulation allowed by the Thellusson Act, and the question 
accordingly arose as to whether the income accumulated beyond the 
period fell into residue or went to the next-of-kin as on an intestacy 
Counsel for the next-of-kin relied on He Travis (1900, 2 Ch. 541), and 
said that, as there was no gift of residue before the death of the last 
annuitant, these accumulations were undisposed of. Counsel for the 
residuary legatees contended that the gift of the residues was merely 
subject to the previous directions to accumulate and must be read on 
therefrom, and that now these directions had pro tanto failed. He 
relied on Pe Clulows Trusts (28 L. J. Ch. 696). He also contended that 
the bank shares, at any rate, fell into residue because they were legacies 
and not residue, and would be distributed as capital when the period 
of the distribution arrived, and he cited, in support of this contention, 
Re Pope (1901, 1 Ch. 64). 

NEVILLE, J., after stating the facts, said: I have come to the con- 
clusion that there is an intestacy in this case as to the accumulations. 
There is no claimant to the residue until the death of the last annuitant. 
As to the income from the bank shares I prefer the old decisions to the 
decision in Re Pope (ubi supra), because it appears to me that to give 
effect to that decision is, in fact, to continue the accumulations for the 
benefit of the ultimate claimant to the residue until a period of distribu- 
tion which has been fixed by the testator, and which offends against 
the Act, and the result would be to get round the Act.—Counssn, 7’. 7’. 
Methold; H. T. Methold; O. R. A. Simpkin. Sorscrtors, Oliver & 
Lyall. 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 

a 


High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 


C, GROOM (LIM.) vr. BARBER. Atkin, J. 18th November. 


Sate or Goops—c.1.¥. Conrract—Loss or Goops 1x Transrt—LiaBit iT 
or Buyer. 

If a seller under a c.i.f. contract tenders the uaual documenta within 
a reasonable time after shipment, the tender is good, and the buyer must 
make payment accordingly, notwithstanding that the goods were lost 
at the time such tender was made. 

Case stated by an arbitrator for the opinion of the court. In June, 
1914, Mr. J. F. Barber, the respondent, sold to Messrs. C. Groom 
(Limited) 100 bales of Hessian cloth for shipment from Calcutta 
to London on c.i.f. terms. The contract of sale contained (inter 
alia) the following terms :—(4) Should the goods or any portion 
thereof not arrive from any loss of vessel or unavoidable cause, the 
tender to the buyer of the insurance policy with the bill of lading or 
other document which with the policy will enable the buyer to recover 
the amount of the insurance from the underwriters shall be deemed 
a good tender of the goods. (5) Ship’s name to be declared by the 
first seller without undue delay, and any declaration so made shall be 
valid as regards successive buyers if passed on without undue delay. 


objected to the defend. { (8) War risk for buyer's account. The seller entered into a correspond- 
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ing contract for the supply of the goods with Messrs. Becher & Gray, 
of Calcutta, and on 15th July that firm shipped 25 bales per 7'he City of 
Winchester. On the day following the shippers took out an insurance 
policy on the goods which did not cover war risks. The shipping docu 
ments were sent to London through the Hong Kong and Shanghai Bank 
ing Corporation. On 3rd August Mr. Barber wrote to Messrs. Groom 
pointing out that the war risk was for their account, and that to protect 
their interests they must cover the risk. On 12th August Messrs. 


Groom asked the name of the boat by which the goods were — and | 
le 


Mr. Barber replied that he did not know, but on 20th August re 
ceived ‘the information as to the ship's name and he immediately 
advised Messrs. Groom and tendered the shipping documents. On the 


following day The City of Winchester was posted at Lloyd's as lost, | 


she having been captured and sunk on 6th August by the German 
cruiser Aénigsburg. Messrs. Groom refused to take any responsibility, 
and the matter was referred to arbitration, Mr. Barber claiming pay 
ment of the shippers’ draft for £441 2s., Messrs. Groom contending 


that they were entitled to refuse the documents, and treat the contract | 
as unfulfilled. The arbitrator found that Messrs. Groom were liable | 


for the war risk, and directed them to pay to the seller the amount 
claimed and costs. 

Atkin, J., in the course of his judgment, said the arbitrators had 
found that by the custom of the trade the tender of such a policy con- 
taining the f.c. and s. clause was a sufficient tender within the meaning 
of the contract, or that there was no custom of the trade of effecting 
any war risk insurance for the buyer’s account. Apart from the special 
terms of the contract such a policy would be in order. But the contract 
contained the words ‘‘ War risk for buyer’s account.’’ These words 
meant that the war risk was the buyer's concern, and that if he so 
desired he must get it covered. The next point raised a question of 
general interest on contracts on c.i.f. terms. It was said that the 
seller could not tender documents representing goods which were lost 
at the time of the tender, because at the time of the loss there had been 
no goods appropriated to the contract so as to pass the property in the 
goods to the buyer. It was also said that the goods which were ten 
dered were non-existent, and therefore the documents were not in 
order. In his opinion the contract of the seller was performed by the 
delivery of the documents within a reasonable time after shipment. 
The documents should be ordinarily the bill of lading, the invoice, and 
the policy of insurance, which would enable the buyer to obtain de 
livery of the goods on the arrival of the ship, or enable him to recover 
on the policy the value of the goods if lost by a peril agreed in the 
contract to be covered, and in any case would give him any rightful 
claim against the ship in respect of any misdelivery or wrongful treat 
ment of the goods. It therefore became immaterial whether before 
the date of the tender of the documents the property in the goods was 
the seller's, the buyer's, or some other person's. The seller must be in 


goods were in existence, but he need not have appropriated the par 
nor need he have obtained any right to deal with the bill of lading till 
the moment of tender. The seller’s obligation could not depend upon 


whether the goods were lost or not, and if, when there was no loss, the 


what stage of the transaction must it pass? Unless it must be at the 


time of shipment, he could see no reason for fixing upon any other | 


time than that of the delivery of the documents, and if the law was that 
a tender of the documents otherwise sufficient was ineffectual unless, in 
fact, at the moment of shipment the property actually passed to the 
ultimate buyers, it appeared to him that business operations would be 
seriously embarrassed. The award of the arbitrators in favour of the 
sellers must stand.—Counset, Maurice Hill, K.C., and Darby; Mac 
kinnon, K.C. Sotrcrtors, Druces & Attlee; B. A. Woolf. ; 


[Reported by Leonarp ©, Tuomas, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Bankruptcy Cases. 
Re ALLEN. Ee parte SHAW. C.A. No. 1. 6th November. 


BankRvuptcy—Marriep WoMAN CARRYING on A TRADE orn Business— 
Dests INcuRReD tn CONNECTION WITH THE Business—LIABILITY IN 
Tort ror NeGlicence or SeRVANT—BANKRUPTCY AND DEEDs or 
ARRANGEMENT Act, 1013 (3 & 4 Geo 5, c. 34), s. 12. 

A married woman carrying on business who, in the course of carry 
ing on such business, incurs a liability in tort through the negligence 
of her servant can be proceeded against by bankruptcy notice founded 
on a judgment in respect of such liability. 


Appeal from the dismissal of an application to set aside a bank 








ruptcy notice before one of the registrars of the High Court. The | 


debtor had carried on in her own name and on her own behalf the 
business of a carter and contractor, but had ceased to carry on business 
before 1st April, 1914, the date when the ‘Bankruptcy and Deeds of 
Arrangement Act came into force. She had paid all her trade debts 
with the exception of the jadgment debt in this case. While carrying 
on business an accident occurred through the negligence of one of her 
servants to the husband and father of the judgment creditors, which 


resulted in his death. The judgment creditors brought an action | 


against the debtor under the Fatal Accidents Act, 1846, and recovered 


judgment against her on 3rd July, 1914, for £325. The judgment | 


j 


| creditors issued a bankruptcy notice founded upon that judgment on 


7th July. The debtor applied to set the bankruptcy notice aside, and 
her application was heard upon 28th September, when it was dismissed 
by the registrar upon the ground that, though the judgment deb: 


| might not properly be called a trade debt, still it was an obligation 


incurred in the course of the carrying on of business by the debtor, 


| The debtor appealed, and it was contended on her behalf that, as 


she had paid all her trade debts before the Act of 1913 came into force, 
she was not carrying on a business at that date, and bankruptcy pro- 
ceedings could not be taken against her. The liability under the judg. 
ment was for a tort, not for a trade debt. He cited Re Dagnall (18%, 
2 Q. B. 407) and Re Worsley (1901, 1 Q. B. 309). Counsel for the 
respondents was not called upon. 

Tue Court (Lord Cozens-Harpy, M_R. and Kennepy and Swinren 
Eapy, L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal, holding that, as the liability had 


| been incurred in the course of carrying on the business, it was a trade 


obligation ; and, as it had not been discharged by Ist April, 1914, the 
debtor could be proceeded against by bankruptcy notice under 
section 12 of the Bankraptcy and Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1913. 
Counset. G. Blanco White; Lincoln Reed. Soticrrors, 7’. Blanco 
White; Adler & Perowne. 

(Reported by P. M. France, Barristerat-Law.] 


Re A DEBTOR (No. 30 of 1914, Grimsby). Div. Court. 
16th November. 


Bankruprcy—Practice—Petition sy LiMirep ComMPpANY—AUTHORITY 
ro Secretary TO Present Petit1ion—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 
47 Vict. c. 52), s. 148. 

An authority under the seal of a limited company to their secretary 
to present a petition does not authorize the secretary to present a 
petition founded on an act of bankruptcy committed on a date subse- 
quent to that on which such authority was granted, 


Appeal from a receiving order made by the registrar of the county 
court of Lincolnshire, holden at Grimsby. The petitioning creditors 
were a limited company who, on 4th July, 1914, passed a 
resolution that their secretary ‘‘be and is hereby authorized” 
to present a petition against the debtor, and the seal of the 
company was duly affixed to the record of such resolution. On 
the same day the secretary presented a petition against the debtor 
founded on a notice of intention to suspend payment of debts 
This petition was heard and dismissed on 16th July. The secretary 


| thereupon, without obtaining any fresh authority from tne company, 


presented a fresh petition on 1st August, founded on an act of bank- 
ruptey which was not committed until 7th July. This petition came 
on for hearing on 13th August, when it was contended on behalf of 


. ° | the > ‘ >» F . rg "ity i sxistence for the 
a position to pass the property in the goods by the bill of lading if the | the debtor that there was no proper authority in existence for the 


presentation of the petition, as the act of bankruptcy relied upon was 


' ) -n existence whe ; rity was given. registrar overruled 
ticular goods in the particular bill of lading until the moment of tender, | "°* ™,* xistence when the authority was given. The registrar over 


the objection, and made a receiving order, from which the debtor 
appealed. Counsel for the debtor put forward the same contention 
that had been raised before the registrar. Counsel for the respondent 


£ hat under the authority the secretary was empowered to 
roperty had to pass to the buyer before de , ye eee: anf ontended t rit) BoC 3 Pa 
Piet ehsme of the mayer Deserve delivery of the documents, at | take all steps necessary to obtain a receiving order, and that if he 


first chose an invalid act of bankruptcy and failed on it, and mean- 
while another act of bankruptcy had been committed, he was entitled 
to avail himself of the latter act of bankruptcy. 

Horriver, J., held that as the act of bankruptcy relied upon in the 
second petition was not in existence upon 4th July the authority wiven 
on that date could not be held to apply to the presentation of the 
second petition. The company could never have intended their secre- 
tary to exercise an option to select acts of bankruptcy, the existence of 
which was unknown to them at the date when they passed the resolu 
tion which authorized the presentation of a petition. 

Rowtarr, J., said that the question was whether an authority in this 
form was to be taken to empower the presentation of a petition on an 
act of bankruptcy not yet incurred. The company had acts of bank- 
ruptecy brought to its attention, and gave the authority with reference 
to such acts of bankruptcy ag were before it. The court could not 
make the company assume responsibility for petitions presented by 
their agent on future acts of bankruptcy of which the company were 
not aware. Appeal allowed.—CounseL, H. G. Robertson; (Cannot 
Souicrrors, P. J. Rutland, for John Tonge, Great Grimsby; Woolfe 
& Woolfe, for Brown & Son, Great Grimsby. 


[Reported by P. M. Faancxs, Barrwster-et-Law.) 


Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
In the Estate of HERMAN KOENIGS Seunh. Bargrave Deane, J. 
7th December. 
Propate—ADMINISTRATION WItH THe Witt ANNexep—Exectutors AN? 
Lecaters Atien Enemtes—Generat Grant To Attorney or Exect’ 
tors—Dtrection not To Distraisute Estate Wrrnovutr Leave—Covat 
or Prosate Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vict. c. 77), s. 73. 


Where the executors and residuary legatees named in the will of 4 
naturalized British subject were alien enemies, a general grant of 
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administration, with the will annexed, under section 73 of the Court 
of Probate Act, 1857, was made to the attorney appointed by the 
executors before the outbreak of war, with directions not to distribute 
the estate without the leave of a registrar. 


This was a motion for a grant of letters of administration, with the 
will annexed, under section 73 of the Court of Probate Act, 1857. 
Herman —— = late of Forest Hill, deceased, died on 10th July, 
1914. He was by origin a German subject, and had become a natural- 
ized British subject on 24th May, 1894. He was domiciled in England. 
He had three daughters, who were married to German subjects, and 
were living in Germany. By his will, dated 19th June, 1914, he 
appointed as executors Paul Emil Colsman and Adolph Vorwerk, both 
of whom were German subjects, living in Germany. He gave certain 
specific legacies to persons, some of whom were German subjects, and 
left the residue of his estate to his three daughters. 
break of war with Germany the executors had appointed Mr. F. W. 
Horne, the present applicant, their attorney for the purpose of taking 
a grant of administration, with the will annexed, for their use and 
benefit in this country. The estate was valued at upwards of £40,000. 
[here were debts amounting to £22,937, the creditors, in several 
instances, being German subjects. Counsel for the applicant said that, 
on the outbreak of war, the executors, some of the specific legatees, 
the residuary legatees, and some of the creditors having become alien 
enemies, Mr. Horne made an application to the registry. He was 
referred to the Treasury, and was there advised to apply to the court 
under section 73 of the Court of Probate Act, 1857. 
grant of administration, with the will annexed, to the applicant under 
that section. The applicant desired that the grant to him should be a 
general grant, and not as attorney of the executors. He was willing 
to give an undertaking not to part with any of the property to alien 
enemies. The Treasury was represented, and did not oppose the 
grant, 

BarGrRAve Deane, J.—I will grant letters of administration, with 
the will annexed, to Mr. F. W. Horne. 
grant under section 73 of the Court of Probate Act, 1857; but Mr. 
Horne must not pay anything away from the estate without the con 
sent of the registrar. The Treasury will have costs.—Counser, 2. F. 
Bayford, for the applicant; Quicke, for the Treasury. Soicrrors, 
C. J. Rawlinson & Son; The Treasury Solicitor. 

{Reported by Otirrorp Montimer, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Solicitors’ Cases. 


GILES vr. RANDALL. C.A. No. 2. 14th and J8th November. 
Costs—TaxaTion—Souicirorn AND CLient Costs—Basis or TAXATION 

Were Costs arke TO BE Paip gy Oprosire Party—RvLes oF 

Supreme Court, 1883, Orv. LXV., R. 27, suB-RULE 29. 

By the terms of settlement of an action the plaintiff was to have 
judgment for £500 and costs, ‘‘as between solicitor and client, to 
be taxed, if necessary.”’ Ord. 65, r 27, sub-rule 29, directs that 
“on every taxation the master shall allow all costs, charges, &c., 
as shall appear to him to have been necessary or proper .. . but, 
wave as against the party who incurred the same, no costs shall be 
dllowed which appear to the taxing-master to have been incurred or 
mereased by payment of special fees to counsel, or special charges or 
expenses to witnesses or other persons, or by other unusual expenses ”’ 
On taxation the master taxed on the basis of solicitor and client 
where the costs were to be paid, not by the client, but by a third 
party, i.e., substantially on the basis of party and party costs, with 


certain allowances for necessary letters to and attendances on the | 


client. The plaintiff objected to the taxation, 

Held, that the distinction was well established between taxation 
where such party was a third party That the 
right in applying that mode of taxation to the present case, which, 
m the opinion of the court, fell within the second part of the sub- 
rule 29. 

Per Buckley, L.J. : 
sidered and explained. 


Cavendish v. 


uphokling an order of the taxing-master. The plaintiff had been 
engaged to the defendant for eight years, when she discovered taat 
during the whole of that period the defendant was a married man. On 
Std March, 1914, her action for damages for breach of promise 
was in the list before Pickford, J., and a special jury, when Camp- 
bell, K.C., who led. for the plaintiff, and Montague Shearman, K.C., 
leading counsel for the defendant, settled the matter out of court. 
The terms of the settlement, as indorsed on counsels’ briefs, were, 
“judgment for the plaintiff for £500, with costs te be taxed as 
ween solicitor and client, if necessary.’’ The defendant objected 
to pay the bill as presented, which amounted to £704 odd, and 
attempts to arrive at a compromise having failed, Master Bloxam on 
taxation disallowed or cut down various items, and on 29th July, 1914, 
Rave a certificate in which he stated that he had taxed the costs of 
the plaintiff by the order directed to be taxed at a sum of £403 odd, 
t the plaintiff had carried in objecions to his taxation, and that 
he had in part disallowed the same, and that his reasons for so doing 
Were set forth in his answers to the objections’ The plaintiff’s reasons | 
objection were generally on the following grounds :—(1) Such 


Before the out- | r - . 
| the intention of the parties, or any cgreement between them incousis 


| one party to another. 


He moved for a | 


| witnesses or other 
| taxed accordingly. 


| words 
| the payment of costs not strictly allowed on taxation, in the event of 
Strutt (1904, 1 Ch. 525), con- 

: — . | could 
Appeal by the plaintiff from an order of Scrutton, J., in chambers, | 
| referred to Cavendish vy 


taxation was conducted upon the basis of a party and party taxation 
(2) It ought to have been conducted upon the basis of a taxation as 
between solicitor and client where the costs are to be paid by the 
client, because (a) the terms of settlement of the action were that 
the plaintiff was to receive £500 damages clear and all costs for 
which she was liable to her solicitor were to be paid by the defendant ; 
(b) the indirsement on briefs and the judgment so indicate—or, if 
not, they omitted to do so by mistake or oversight and do not carry 
out the agreement. The to this general objection 
was: ‘‘When the parties were first before me | offered to adjourn 
the taxation so as to give the plaintiff an opportunity to apply to have 
the order corrected 60 as to carry out the alleged agreement that the 
plaintiff should have costs as between solicitor and client, but her 
solicitors elected to proceed. My duty was to tax pursuant to the 
order, and this I have done. [I could not take into consideration 


master’s answer 


tent with the order to tax, and I therefore refused to receive any evi 
dence of the intention. It is well settled that there are various forms 
of taxation as between solicitor and client: (1) Where the costs are 
payable by the client to his solicitor or where the costs are payable 
out of a fund belonging entirely to the third party; (2) where the 
a general or common fund; (3) where the 
costs are payable out of a fund which belongs to other parties, and 
in which the party has no interest, or where the costs are payable by 
The taxation in the case of No. 3, which is the 
me that applies to this action, is the strictest, and in effect gives little 
more than a taxation as between party and party, except that any 
necessary letters to and attendances on the client are allowed. The 
opinion was expressed in Ryan v. Dolan (7 Iv. Rep. Eq. 92) that, as 
to solicitor and client costs payable by another party, the rules are 
‘Liability to the solicitor and fair justice to the opposite party ' 
but this must mow be read with ord. 65, r. 27, whicn applies to all 
taxations (see He Harrison, 35 Ch. D. 52). Regulation 29 of that 


costs are payable out of 


The grant will be a general | order precludes the allowance, save as against the party who incurred 
them, of costs which appear to the taxing master to have been incurred 


w increased through over-caution, negligence or mistake, or by pay 
special charges or expenses to 
other unusual expenses. I have 
Subject to the above, the objections do not in 
volve any question of principle They relate only to matters of 
quantum and detail. After very much consideration ... I am 
of opinion that I have taxed the costs on the proper principle and 
made all proper and necessary allowances . The only reason given 
for many of the objections appears to be that the plaintiff's advisers 
have formed a different opinion to myself on matters upon which 
it was my duty to form tne best opinion I could on the materials 
before me. I have formed that opinion and, except as hereafter men 
tioned, see no reason to alter it. There are many items which come 


ment of special fees to counsel ot 
persons, or by 


| within the exception in Regulation 29 (and in respect to these I 
| have referred to it by way of answer), or are sufficiently provided for 
| by the fees I have allowed for instructions for various documents. 


The two principal disallowances referred (1) to an item “ Instructions 
for brief, including attendances on plaintiff extending over a period 
f twelve months. Very many attendances on certain persons, attend 
defendant's Perusals of correspondence (630 
folios), diaries, &c., cash and day books, numerous 
accounts relating to her Aberdeen business and her business cheques 
for some years past, &., . . ."’ (2) A disallowance of £25 15s. off 
leading counsel's brief, as to which the master’s answer to objection 
was this: ‘‘In my opinion the fee marked is excessive by the amount 
by which I have reduced it. I allow 50 guineas, i.e., £53 15s. It 
was a special fee to counsel within the meaning of Regulation 29 (see 
Cavendish v. Strutt, 1904, 1 Ch. 524) It is, moreover, doubtful 
whether the fee charged could have been allowed even as between 


ances on solicitors 


ledgers and 


: ° 4 . | solicitor and our own client since, so far as.appears by the objection 
wh ft , : e coat: "Us 8 P | . ’ “ J - , 

ere the party paying the costs was the solicitor's — client and | the client was not told that such a fee might not be allowed as against 
taxing-master wae | 


the defendant.’’ In support of the appeal, reliance was placed on the 
“if neceseary,’’ as shewing that the agreement was to include 


a dispute arising as to any such unusual item. The taxation had pro- 
eeded on a wrong basis. The master appeared to think that he 
not allow any special fee to counsel or special charge or ex 
penses to any witness or other person or any unusual expense. Counsel 
Strutt (1904, 1 Ch. 524) and Andrewe v 
Barnes (1888, 3 Q. B. D. 133) On the question of medical fees, 
Daniel’s Chancery Practice, 1871 (5th edition), p. 1294, was quoted 
Counsel for the defendant submitted that the master had followed 
the established practice, and there was no ground upon which this 
court should interfere. On those items which he had varied or dis 
allowed his discretion was absolute. The nearing was adjourned for 
the court to consult with the taxing officials as to the practice 
ordinarily followed. 

18th November 
argued 

Bucktey, L.J.—This was an action for breach of promise of mat 
riage. Before the case came into court there was a settlement between 
the parties, and what the plaintiff intended to get by that settlement 
no doubt vas £500, with an indemnity against her solicitor’s costs 
What was the intention of the parties was not, however, the question 
before the court. They had solely to interpretate the words “ Judg 
ment for £500 with costs as between solicitor and client, to be taxed 
if necessary."" He thought that the words ‘costs to be taxed if 


The case was again in the list, and was further 
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necessary "’ meant this :—If costs agreed, no taxation; if not agreed, 
then taxation. He did not agree with the plaintiff's contention that 
they pointed to taxation as between solicitor and his own client. 
{His lordship referred to the three modes of taxing solicitor and 
client costs, and read ord. 65, r. 27, sub-rule 29, and continued :] 
The plaintiff contended that on a taxation of costs as between solicitor 
and client the taxing master ought not to have applied method 3, 
which was the strictest, and gave little more than a taxation between 
party and party, with certain exceptions, because the latter part of 
sub-rule 29 applied only toataxation between party and party. It was 
clear that the first part of that sub-rule applied to all taxations, 
and that the second part also applied to all taxations, except as between 
solicitor and his own client, which latter class was excepted from 
that part of the sub-rule by the words ‘‘save as against the party 
who incurred the same.’”’ In his opinion the mode of taxation 
followed where the costs were payable by one party to the other 
applied to this case, and the second part of the sub-rule applied to it. 
(s to those items struck out or varied, the question in each case was 
one within the absolute discretion of the master, and this court had 
nothing to say as to that. He added: I adhere to my judgment in 
Cavendish v. Strutt (supra), which I think is perfectly sound if through 
out ‘‘own”’ client is read for client. 

Picxrornp, L.J., gave judgment to the same effect. Appeal dis 
Counser, for the plaintiff, 2. J. Sutcliffe; for the defendant, 
Soticrrors, Hughes, Bartlett, & Thornton; Stanley 


missed 
WV NW hately 
Evans & Co 

[Reported by Ensxive Reip, Barristerat-Law.] 


New Orders, &c. 


War Orders and Proclamations. 


The London Gazette of the 4th inst. contains no special matter 
relating to the war. 

The London Gazette of the 8th inst. contains the following : 

1. An Order in Council, dated 5th December, extending the Pro- 
camation of 10th November under the Customs (Exportation Prohibi 
tion) Act, 1914, by prohibiting the export (1) to the ports of Sweden, 
Denmark, and the Netherlands, of tinned meats and tinplates; (2) 
to all foreign porte in Europe and on the Mediterranean and Black 
Seas, other than those of France, Russia (except the Baltic Ports), 
Belgium, Spain and Portugal, of tea; and (3) to ail destinations, of 
extracts for use in tanning. 

2. An Order relating to licences to pilots made by the Admiralty 
under the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Act, 1914, and the 
Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914. 





British and Neutral Claims on Enemy Ships and 
Cargoes, 

A Uommittee has been appointed by the First Lord of the Treasury 
to receive and consider claims made by British; allied, or neutral third 
parties against ships or cargoes which have been condemned or detained 
by order of Prize Courts, and to recommend to what extent, in what 
manner, and on what terms such claims should be met or provided out 
of prize funds. 

The Committee is constituted as follows :— 

Sir John Simon, K.C., M.P., the Earl of Desart, the Hon. R. Brand, 
C.M.G., Sir John Mellor, Sir Eyre Crowe, Vice-Admiral Sir Edmond 
Slade, Mr. Butler Aspinall, K.C., Mr. Maurice Hill, K.C., and Mr. 
Charles E. Brightman. 

Mr, L. F. C. Derby is secretary to the Committee, and communica 
tions should be addressed to him at Goldsmith-building, Temple, E.C 


Emergency Statutes, 
The following are further Emergency Statutes (5 Geo. 5) :— 
CHapTer 7. 
Finance Act, 1914 (Session 2). 


An Act to grant certain additional duties of Customs and Inland 
Revenue, including Excise, to alter other duties, and to amend the 
Law relating to Customs and Inland Revenue, including Excise, 
and the National Debt, and to make further provision in connection 
with Finance. [27th November, 1914. 

PART I. 
Customs AND Excisr. 


1. Increased duty on tea.) In lieu of the duty of customs payable on 
tea imported into Great Britain and Ireland there shall, as from the 


Tue MippLesex Hospirat, W. 
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eighteenth day of November, nineteen hundred and fourteen, until the 
first day of July, nineteen hundred and fifteen, be charged, levied, and 
paid the following duty (that is to say) :— 

Tea, the pound ... pei ‘ee eightpence. 

2. Addition to Customs duties on special kinds of bee r.}-(1) In addi- 
tion to the duties of Customs payable on beer of the descriptions called 
mam, spruce, or black beer, imported into Great Britain or Ireland, 
there shall, as from the eighteenth day of November, nineteen hundred 
and fourteen, be charged, levied, and paid the following duties (that 


is to say) :— 

£ «6d. 
For every thirty-six gallons of beer where the worts 
thereot are, or were before fermentation, of a specific 

gravity— 
Not exceeding one thousand two hundred and 
fifteen degrees . sie “ ite Pot oie 
Exceeding one thousand two hundred and fifteen 
degrees * ms one ioe oe ws Se 

(2) This section shall extend to Berlin white beer, and other prepara- 
tions, whether fermented or not fermented, of a character similar to 
mum, spruce, or black beer. 

3. Addition to Customs duty on all other beer.) In addition to the 
duties of Customs payable on every description of beer (other than 
is specified in the last preceding section) imported into Great Britain 
or Jreland, there shall, as from the eighteenth day of November, nine- 
teen hundred and fourteen, be changed, levied, and paid the following 
duty (that is to say) :— 

£ s.d. 


For every thirty-six yallons where the worts thereof 
were before fermentation of a specific gravity of one thou- 
sand and fifty-five degrees int a as oan -_ OW SE 

and there shall be allowed and paid in respect of all such beer a similar 
addition to the drawback granted on exportation, shipment for use 
as stores, or removal to the Isle of Man, by section four of the Customs 
and Inland Revenue Act, 1881 [44 & 45 Vict. c. 12]; 

And so as to both duty and drawback in proportion for any difference 
in gravity 

4. Addition to excise duty on bee r.] In addition to the duty of excise 
payable in respect of beer brewed in the United Kingdom there shall, 
as from the eighteenth day of November, nineteen hundred and four- 
teen, be charged, levied, and paid— 

For every thirty-six gallons of worts of a specific gravity of one 
thousand and fifty-five degrees, the duty of seventeen shillings and 
threepence, ‘ 


539 0 





and in addition to the drawback of excise otherwise payable in respect * 


of beer exported from the United Kingdom as merchandise or ehipped 
for use as ship’s stores there shall be allowed and paid in respect of 
beer brewed in the United Kingdom on or after the eighteenth day of 
November, nineteen hundred and fourteen— 

For every thirty-six gallons of beer of an original gravity of 
one thousand and fifty-five degrees, the drawback of seventeen 
shillings and threepence. 

and so as to both duty and drawback in proportion for any difference 
in quantity or gravity. 

5. Temporary rebate of additional beer duty.] The following rebates 
of the additional Customs and Excise duty on beer of seventeen shillings 
and threepence under this Act shall temporarily be allowed, namely :— 


Pt riod. Rebate. Reduced Rate. 


Fifteen shillings 


Up_to the thirty-first day of | Two shillings 
and threepence 


March, nineteen hundred and 
sixteen 


After the thirty first day of | One shilling 
March, nineteen hundred and 
sixteen, and up to the thirty- 
first day of March, nineteen 
hundred and seventeen 


Sixteen shillings 
and threepence 





! 


and the additional duty of Custome — respect of beer of 


the descriptions called mum, spruce, or blac 
shall be proportionately diminished. 

_6. Power to deposit in bond beer for export.] Subject to such regula- 
tions and security as the Commissioners of Customs and Excise may 
paves, a brewer for sale may without payment of duty deposit beer 
rewed in the United Kingdom in a warehouse approve 

missioners for the purpose, and may remove the 


beer, and drawback, 


from that ware 


house for exportation or for use as ship’s stores, and where any beer | 


brewed in the United Kingdom on which duty has been paid is depcsited — 
in such warehouse for the purpose of being exported. 

stores, drawback shall be allowed and paid as if the deposit in the 7 
warehouse were the exportation or shipment of the beer. . 3 

7. Amendment of law as to determination of gravity of worts of beer) 

(1) The Inland Revenue Act, 1880 [43 & Vict. c. 20], shall havé > 
effect as though, as the table to be used for determining the original” 
gravity of worts of beer, there were substituted for the table set out” 
in the First Schedule to that Act the revised table, an original copy 


by the Com § 


or shipped as ~ 


. 


“made | 
id 
his 


s* 


we 
e 


use 
ms 


nce 


ings 
1ce 


ings 
ce 


tained in the manner prescribed by cection fifteen of 


Wor 
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‘which, marked Table A; has been signed by the Chairman of the 
ission of Customs and Excise, and deposited in the office 
King’s Remembrancer at the Royal Courts of Justice : 

| Provided that where the original gravity has been aecertained by 
nthe officer in accordance with the said revised table under section 
¥ of the Inland Revenue Act, 1880, a deduction of three quarters 
fa degree shall be allowed from the gravity so ascertained for the 
io of the charge of duty in accordance with subsection (3) of 
thirteen of the Inland Revenue Act, 1880 (which requires the 
Nasty to be charged according to the gravity as entered in the book 


ny d-finite quantity of worts to be distilled for the purpose of 


3 Dany 3-8 or as ascertained by the officer, whichever is the higher.) | 


| (8) Where it is necessary to ascertain the original gravity of beer, 


Swhether for the purpose of duty or for any other purpose of the | 


oms Acts or of the Excise Acts, the original gravity shall be ascer 
the Inland 
oR mue Act, 1890, as amended by this Act. 

B® Certain liquorg not to be treated as beer.) Liquor made elsewher 
‘Man upon the licensed premises of a brewer of beer for sale which on 


Wity not exceeding one thousand and sixteen degrees, and to 


section within the definitions of beer contained in section two of 


Inland Revenue Act, 1880, as amended by section four of the | 


oms and Inland Revenue Act, 1885 [48 & 49 Vict. c. 
ection fifty-two of the Finance (1909-10) Act, 
deemed to be beer within those definitions. 

58. Reduction of licence duty where hours of sale are curtailed.) (1) 
the holder of a retailer's on-licence proves that the sale or consump- 
of intoxicating liquor on his premises has in any year been sus 


51], or in 


* 


d during any hours under the Intoxicating Liquor (Temporary | 


riction) Act, i914 {4 & 5 Geo. 5 ce 771, or under any regulations 
p in purstatice of the Defence of the Realm Act, 1914 [4 & 5 Geo. 5. 
2), or any Act re-enacting that Act, 
shall be entitled to a repayment of any duty paid by him in up oe 


his licence at the rate per annum of one-fifteenth part of the duty 


mevery pour or part of an hour that the sale or consumption has been | 


the increased opportunities afforded ‘for the sale of intoxicating 
due to the concentration of troops in the area. 

In order to make provision for the case where hours of sale ave 
arta led by section seven of the Temperance (Scotland) Act, 1913 
Ba 4 Geo. 5, c. 33), the holder of a retailer's on-licence in Scotland 
paul (in addition to any other relief granted by this section) be entitled 
pes rebate of two-fifteenths of the duty payable by him in respect 
his licence. . 

The amount of any duty repaid or allowed under this section shall 
Ro case exceed one-fourth part of the whole duty payable by the 
ve holder in respect of his licence. 
. Limit of time for payment of beer duty.) The power of the Com- 
mioners of Customs and Excise to defer the time for payment of 
duty under section sixteen of the Inland Revenue Act, 1880, may 
OM exercised so as to delay the time of payment for a period not 
, one month beyond the time limited in that section, 

’ for non-compliance with Customs orders as to entry and 

ce of goods before shipment.) If any person who is required by 
order of the Commissioners of Customs and Excise under section 

hundred and thirty-nine of the Customs Consolidation Act, 1876 
& 40 Vict. ¢. 36), to make entry and obtain clearance of any goods 
pefore shipment fails to comply with the order, he shall be liable in 
3 bof each offence to a penalty of one hundred pounds, without 
SPejudice to the operation of any other provisions of that section, or 


PMY other provisions contained in that Act. 
a [To be continued. | 


vision shall not have effect as respects premises in any area 


» 


te 


= 
= 


Cuarter 9. 


; Criminal Justice Administration (Postponement) 
bs Act, 1914. 


Act to postpone the commencement of the Criminal Justice Adminis. 


tration Act, 1914. 

it enacted, &c. :— 

D& Postponement of commencement of 4 & & Geo. 5, c. 58.]—In section 
mty-four of the Criminal Justice Administration Act, 1914, the first 
April nineteen hundred and fifteen shall, as respects England 
Wales and Scotland, be substitued for the first day of December 
hundred and fourteen as the date of the commencement of that 


27th November, 1914. 


a that the postponement effected by this section shall not 
© the following sections of that Act, that is to say, sections one, 
twenty-one, twenty-two, twenty-three, twenty-five, thirty, 

» thirty-two, thirty-three, thirty-five, thirty-six, and thirty- 


respect of those sections in its application to Scotland 


ining otiginal gravity under section fifteen of the Inland Revenue | 
1880, shall, before being distilled, be cleared from sediment by | 


ysis of a sample thereof at any time is found to be of an original | 


contain | 
more than two per cent. of proof spirit, shall not (though but for | 


1910 [10 Edw. 7. ¢. 8]), | 


with or without amendment, | 


capable of being 


the Secretary of State orders that it is not to apply owing | 
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provisions shail come into operation on the first day of 
nineteen hundred and fourteen as if this Act had not been passed. 

2. Short title.J—This Act may be cited as the Criminal Justic 
Administration (Postponement) Act, 1914 


Cuarter 15 





December 


'Execution of Trusts (War Facilities) Act, 1914. 
the present wat 


November, 1914 


An Act to facilitate the execution of trusts during 
21th 

Be it enacted, etc. : 

1. Powe: delegate the 

(1) A trustee (whether a sole tiustec 
notwithstanding any rule ot law or equity to the contrary, by power of 
attorney, one or more with delegate to any person 
: appointed to be a trustee of the trust the execution 
during any period for which the trustee war service 
within the meaning of this Act, a further period of one mont: 
thereafter, of any trust of which he is trustee. 

(2) For the purposes of this Act a trustee shall be deemed to be 
engaged on war service : 

(a) If he is engayed on active connection with thr 
present war as a member of any of the military or naval forces of 
the Crown; and 

() If he is engaged on service in any work abroad, in connection 
with the present war, of the British Red Cross Society, or the 
Saint John Ambulance Association, or any other body with simila: 
objects; and ; 

(c) If in connection with the present war he is a prisoner of 
war in the enemy's country or is interned in the country of a 
neutral Power 

(3) All jurisdiction and powers of any court shall apply to the 
donee of a power of attorney given under this Act so far as respects 
the execution of the trust in the same manner as if the donee were a 
trustee of the trust. . 

(4) A statutory declaration by the donee of a power of attorney 
under which the execution of a trust is delegated, that the donor is 
engaged on war service within the meaning of this Act, or that in any 
transaction the acting in execution of the trust, shall b 
accepted as sufficient evidence of the fact by any person dealing with 
the donee. ” 

2. Supple mental provisions as af attorney given under Act 

-(1) A power of attorney given under this Act may be deposited at 
tne Central Office of the Supreme Court or proper office of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature in Ireland under section forty-eight of the Con 
veyancing Act, 1881 [44 & 45 Vict. c. 41], without any such verification 
of its execution as is therein required; and, notwithstanding anything 
in any Act or Rules, the Bank of England, the Bank of Ireland, the 
Paymaster-General, the Accountant-General of the Supreme Court of 
Judicature in Ireland, and any other person, shall not refuse to act 
on the authority of any such power of attorney, although the power i 
not attested by two witnesses, or fails in any other respect to comply 
with any formality required by law or practice. 

(2) Tne donee of a power of attorney given under this Act may, for 
the purpose of the transfer of any inscribed stock, himself delegate to 
an’ attorney the power to transfer. ‘ 

(3) The fact that it appears from any power of attorney given under 
this Act, or from any evidence required for the purposes of any such 
power of attorney, or otherwise, that in dealing with any stock the 
donee of the power is acting in the execution of a trust shall not be 
deemed for any purpose to affect any person in whose books the stock 
is inscribed or registered with any notice of the trust. 

(4) In this section the expression “ stock’ includes snares and any 
fund, annuity, or security transferable in books kept by any person 
or by any instrument of transfer, either alone or accompanied by other 
formalities, and any share or interest therein. 

8. Extension of Act to certain persons abroad not actually engaged 
on war service.}—The powers conferred by thie Act on trustees in rela 


recution of tiusts by power of attorney.| 


or a trustee with others) may 


attested by S58, 


is engaged on 


service iti 


donee is 


lo powers 





L, or ~~ of the provisions of section forty-two by which that Act 
, Or 
al which is consequential on any of those sections, all of which 


Saad 


tion to any period for which they are engaged on war service may also 
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be exercised by any trustee not engaged on war service in relation to | 
any period during which, being abroad, he is for any reason connected 
with the present war unable to return from abroad to the United | 
Kingdom; and this Act shall have effect, in its application to suck | 
trustees, with the necessary modifications. 

4. Short title and a pplication.}—(1) This Act may be cited as tne | 
Execution of Trusts (War Facilities) Act, 1914. | 

(2) This Act shall not apply to Scotland. 

(5) This Act shall not apply to any trustee under an implied or 
constructive trust. 








Societies. 
Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


At the usual monthly meeting, at the Law Society, Chancery-lane, on 
the 9th inst., Mr. A, 





Davenport was in the chair, and there were | 
W. Dowson, 


present Messrs. C. E. Barry (Bristol), T. 8. Curtis, 
W. E. Gillett, C. Goddard, L. W, N. Hickley, W. J. Humfrys (Here- 
ford), Sir H. J. Johnson, C. G. May, W. A. Sharpe, R. 8. Taylor, 


M. A. R. W. Tweedie, and w. Melmoth Walters. 

Grants to the amount of £755 were made to poor and deserving 
cases, nineteen new members were admitted, and other general business 
transacted. 

Mr. A. Davenport is the chairman for the ensuing year, and Mr. 
W. C. Blandy, of Reading, the deputy-chairman. 


Tweedie 





The Union Society of London. 


A meeting of the Union Society of London was held on Wednesday 
at 3, Plowden-buildings, Temple, the president, Mr. Harry Geen, in 
the chair. Mr. A. A. Eustace moved: ‘‘ That the present war shows 
the need for Imperial federation."’ The motion was carried. 


United Law Society. 


A meeting was held on Monday, the 7th inet., at 3, King’s Bench- 
walk, Temple, E.C., Mr. W. H. Godfrey being in the chair. Mr. 
Thomas Hynes moved : ‘‘ That in the opinion of this house the con- 


' tion to the honourable and responsible position of president. 


able to the Allies, but how long the war will last it is impossible to 
foresee. The more men we can put into the field the shorter is the 
conflict likely to be. Already a stupendous war loan of £350,000,00 
is upon us, and wien we reflect that the last Budget was based upon s 
normal annual peace expenditure of two hund million pounds the 
terrific burden imposed upon the country at large will be appreciated. 
Under present circumstances you will neither expect nor desire a 


| lengthy address from your president; the war overshadows and domi- 


nates everything, and I feel sure that many of us—unconsciously 
pernaps—have echoed the words of the poet Cowper when he writes :— 
*‘Oh, for a lodge in some vast wilderness, 
Some boundless contiguity of shade, 
Where rumours of oppression and deceit, 
Of unsuccessful or successful war, 
Might reach me never more.”’ 
May I take this opportunity of expressing to members of the society 
my high appreciation of the distinction conferred upon me in a food 
nave 


| enjoyed my year of office, though it has, in ye oy of the war, 


been a disappointing one to me in many ways, and not the least dis 
appointment has been that I have been precluded from extending t 
the members that hospitality which it is one of the most valued 
pleasures and privileges of the president to dispense. 


Sm Jonn Gray Hut. 

The society maintains its numbers, but we have lost five memben 
by death during the year, among whom I have personally to deplor 
the loss of my brother, Mr. C. B. Wilson, and the profession generally 
that of Sir John E. Gray Hill. Sir John was born in London, an 
was a great-nephew of Sir Rowland Hill, the Postal Reformer, 
Admitted a solicitor in 1863, he began practice in London. Shortly 
afterwards he came to Liverpool, and joined the late Mr. Squarey, and 
lived among us for the remainder of his life, a period of fifty yean. 
In 1885 Mr. Hill was elected president of thie society, and became s 
member of the Council of the Law Society of London in 1891. In th 
year 1903 he was president of the London Society, and during his year 
of office the new buildings of the Law Society were opened by the late 
King Edward, and Mr. Gray Hill received the honour of knighthood. 
Sir John was not merely a distinguished member of the profession, but 
a man of many interests and attainments; he was a great traveller in 
the East, where, as we know, in recent years he spent much of his 





ception of international law as existing between European nations is 
useless and dangerous and ought to be laid aside.”” Mr. E. 8. Cox- 
Sinclair opposed. The following gentlemen also spoke :—Messrs. 
Neville, Tebbutt and Sydney Ashley. The motion was lost by one vote. 





Law Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the directors was held at the Law 
Society's Hall on the Sth inst., Mr. Percy E. 
Che other directors present were Mr. T. H. Gardiner, Mr. Nugent 
Chaplin, Mr. F. W. Emery, Mr. A. Toovey, Mr. Mark Waters, and 
the secretary (Mr. E. E. Barron). A sum of £65 wae voted in relief 
of deserving cases; and other general business was transacted. 


The Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool. 


The eighty-seventh meeting of the Incorporated Law Society of 
Liverpool was held in the Law Library, 10, Cook-street, Liverpool, 
on Monday, the Wth November, 1914. 

The president (Mr. W. Forshaw Wilson) presided over a large 
attendance of members, and, in moving the adoption of the report, 
delivered an address, in the course of which he said :— 


Tre War. 
I do not suppose that any one of us who listened to the address 
delivered in this room by my predecessor last November dreamt that 


before many months had elapsed Great Britain would be involved in 
the most momentous war that the world has ever known. The opinion 


has often been expressed that war between Great Britain and Germany | 


would ultimately prove inevitable, but I think that most of those who 
expressed that view at the same time cherished the hope that some 
means would be found to avert so terrible a catastrophe. However, 
the war has been forced upon us, and we are bound to see it through. 
One of the Greek poets wrote that ‘‘ war loves to seek its victims in the 
young,”’ and it is lamentable to think of the sacrifice of lives full of 
vigour and promise which has already occurred. The country has 
rallied round the Government in a wonderful way, but there is yet 
urgent need for more recruits. It is in this connection a matter for 
legitimate pride that our profession has responded so splendidly to tne 
call. The committee have taken care that a complete record of the 
names of all the members of the society and of the clerks articled to 
or employed by members should be preserved, and Appendix A to the 
annual report gives a list of those members and clerks who are 
serving with His Majesty’s Forces. It is already a goodly list, but 
there are, I am proud to say, more to add. May I express the hope 
that the names of all those who take part in this war should ulti- 
mately be inscribed on a Roll of Honour, which can be fixed in some 
prominent position in the library, and can serve as a permanent record 
of the patriotism of our profession. We hope, nay, I should rather 
say, we confidently believe, that the result of the war will be favour- 


Marshall in the chair, | 


leisure time. He was keenly interested in the Zionist movement, and 
a generous supporter of the Palestine Exploration Fund. In politia 
he was an earnest Imperialist. Sir John was also a great admirer and 
student of Shakespeare, and a discerning critic and patron of English 
art. 


Membersuir or Lecat Societies. 

| The financial position of the society continues satisfactory, but! 
| venture to urge the claims of the society to the support of all memien 
of the profession. Is it Utopian to look forward to the day whe 
| men will as a matter of course join the society contemporaneously with 

their admission on the Rolls? I should also like to take this onpe. 
tunity of urging upon you the claims of the Solicitors’ Benev 
Association, which has for its objects, as you know, the relief of por 
and necessitous solicitors in England and Wales and their wives, 
widows and families. The association has now about 4,000 memben, 
and it is the only association which makes grants to country cases # 
well as to those in London. On this account it deserves the support d 
the provincial solicitors. I understand that already the association bi 
begun to feel the claims of poverty caused to members of our prof 
sion or their dependants by the war. 


Tue Certiricates or SoLictrors at THE War. 
I think there has been a general feeling that members who are @ 
military duty should be relieved from payment of their subscripti 
during the time they are serving with His Majesty’s Forces, and, wit 
a view of meeting what is believed to be a general wish, a special met 
ing of this society will be held at the conclusion of this meeting, # 
| which a resolution will be submitted to you to carry out what# 
| desired. With regard to the suspension of the payment of certifical 
| duty during the same period, the Chancellor of the Exchequer does ™% 
I understand, hold out any hope that this additional relief can * 
arranged, and therefore any solicitor who is serving with the Fors 
| and at the same time takes profits from his business, or from 
| business of his firm, must continue to take out his practising certificalt 
| In cases where solicitors serving with the Forces allow their certificalé 
to blapse, I understand that the Council of the Law Society have 
| that they will exercise to the full all the powers they have to facilita# 
| the renewal of such certificates with as little delay as possible al@ 
the applications for renewal are received. 












Lanp TRANSFER. 
As regards the important subject of land transfer, which in # 
form or other is, like the poor, always with us, I cannot add any 
to the information given in the report. The Lord Chancellor origin} 
introduced two Bills relating to Real Property and Conveyancing 
Haldane has now met the views of the profession by incorporating 
two measures into one, and I think t o- right in saying that 
Amalgamated Bill embraces practically all the-recommendations 
by the Council of the Law Society. We are fortunate in having ia 
present Lord Chancellor a lawyer entirely familiar with the 
dealt with in the Bill. It is to be hoped that the Bill will pass 
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law during Lord Haldane’s tenure of office, but there seems no likeli 
hood of anything except necessary financial provision and legislation 
connected with the present unhappy war being dealt with during the 
immediate future. 
GRAND JuRigs. 
Among the recommendations made by the Judicature Commission 
was one that grand juries should be abolished, both at assizes and 
quarter sessions. This recommendation of the Commission has occa 
sioned much difference of opinion. The report of the Commission finds 
that the grand jury is a most ancient part of the machinery for doing 
justice in the courts of England, and that it has its place in the constitu 
tion of the United States of America, and it is admitted that the 
interposition of the grand jury between the accuser and the trial of th 
accused by a petty jury has in times past been of the greatest service 
in the administration of justice. On the other hand, it is maintained 
that the grand jury should be abolished on the grounds that it has out 
lived the circumstances amongst which it sprung and developed, that it 
is little more than an historically interesting survival, and not an 
essential safeguard of innocence, and, further, that it uselessly puts 
the country to considerable expense, and numerous persons to great 
inconvenience. This change—if decided upon—could only be made by 
statute, and, personally, I hope that the Legislature will not adopt the 
recommendation of the Commission, but that the grand jury may yet 
be permitted to perform its valuable functions. . as 
As the 7'imes said in a leading article upon the subject :— 

“Though in normal times the functions of the grand jury may 
rarely be very valuable, it might be otherwise in times of constitu 
tional strain and stress when the action of the Executive was keenly 
criticised.”” Mr. Justice Rowlatt, quoting the description of the 
grand jury as the ‘watchdog of the country,” said “they did 
not want the dog to be always barking, but it was well to have 
him there.”’ : 

Lancasuire County Courts 

The appointment of a committee under the chairmanship of Vic« 
Chancellor Stewart Smith to inquire into the distribution of business 
among tne county court judges of the County Palatine and neighbow 
hood raised some anxiety as to whether changes were meditated which 
might operate detrimentally to Liverpool and Birkenhead. The 
system of linked judges in Liverpool was working so well, and Judge 
Stanger’s services were so much appreciated at Birkenhead, that it 
was felt that it would be very much better if things could be left un 
disturbed. At the same time it was recognised that if the committe 
of inquiry were satisfied that the Liverpool judges could undertake 
further work without prejudicing the present satisfactory system, it 
would be a mistake to raise any objection to the area of the Liverpool 


court being enlarged. In the result the committee of inquiry fave 
made a recommendation which will, if carried into effect, add Birken 
head to the Liverpool Circuit, while throwing St. Helens and Widnes 
district, at present worked from Liverpool, into a re-arranged Man 


chester Circuit to be worked with linked judges. 
LEGISLATION, 


The president also referred to the Emergency Legislation and Orders, 
and to the Execution of Trusts (War Facilities Act), and to the Con 
solidation Acts relating to British Nationality and Status of Aliens 
and to Bankruptcy and Deeds of Arrangement, all of which come into 
Operation on Ist January next, and said: The Merchant Shipping 
(Convention) Act is also a measure of primary importance, and makes 
such changes in the law relating to merchant shipping as are necessary 
to give effect to the recommendations of the International Convention 
om Safety of Life at Sea, which was signed in London in January of 
this year. 

THe Socrery’s Srarr. 

In conclusion, it only remains for me, gentlemen, to thank the vice 
resident, officers, and all the members of the committee, and also 
Mr. Burrill, our valuable and indefatigable assistant secretary, and 
the other members of our staff very sincerely for the assistance and 
support which they have uniformly extended to me during the year. 

The motion for the adoption of the report was seconded by the 
vice-president (Mr. E. V. Crooks), and carried. : 

A vote of thanks was unanimously accorded to the president for his 
address, on the motion of Mr. J. W. Alsop, seconded by Mr. W. A 
Weightman. 4 

The committee and officers wer 
the past year, on the motion of Mr. George Layton 
by Mr. H. C. Reynolds. 

We hope to print extracts from the report of the 
Week, 


tnanked for their 


which was seconded 


services durit y 


committee next 
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Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Societies. 

University or Loxpon, Inter-CoLLeciate Law Stvupents’ Society 
At a meeting, held on Tuesday, 8th De: ember, 1914, at University 
College (Mr. R. F. Levy in the chair), the subject for dehate was 
“ That the system of copyhold ought to be abolished.”’ Mr. C. R 

orden opened in the affirmative, and Mr. P. A. Wood in the negative 

following members also spoke :—Messrs. E. M. Duke, H. P. Wells, 
1. Gregorowski, F. Bradbury, G. R. Blake, and C. F. Innis. The 
ers replied, and, on the motion being put to the meeting, it was 





EQUITY AND LAW 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY , 
18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, 


ESTABLISHED 1844. 
DIRECTORS, 
Deputy-Chairmaa—Richard Stephens Taylor, Esq 
L. W. North Hickley, Esq. 
Archibald Herbert James, Esq. 
William Maples, Esq. 
Allan Ernest Messer, Esq. 
The Right Hon, Lord Justice Phillimore. 
Charles R. Rivington, Esq. 
Mark Lemon Romer, > K.c, 
Toe Hon. Charlies Russell, 
H. P. Bowling Trevanioa, Esq. 


W.C. 


Chairman —John Croft Deverell, Es. 
James Austen-Cartmeli, Esq 
Alexander Dincwal! Bateson, Esq., K.C. 
Felix Cassel, Esq., K.C., M.P. 

Edmund Church, Esq. 

Philip G. Collins, Baq. 

Rovert William Dibdin, Esq. 

fir Kenelm E. Digby, G.C.B., K.C. 
Charles Baker Dimond, Esq 

Sir Howard W, Elphinstone, Bart. 
Richard L. Harrison, Esq. 


FUNDS EXCEED - ~- £5,000,000. 
All classes of Life Assurance Granted. Reversions ani Life Interests Purchased 
Loans on Approved Securities entertained on Favourable Terms, 
W. P, PHELPS, Actuary and Secretary. 





Legal News. 


Appointments. 

The Right Hon. Sir Davip Brynmor Jones, K. M.P., has beew 
uppointed a Master in Lunacy. Sir David was called to the bar at 
the Middle Temple in 1876, and became a bencher in 1899. He wae 
» judge unty courts from 1885 to 1892 He was appointed 
R rder of Merthyr Tydfil in 1910. He was a member of the Welsh 
Land Comn m, 1893; Chairman of the County Court Departmental 
Committees, 1893 and 1899; Chairman of the Metropolitan Police Com 
mission, 1906; and a member of the Welsh Church Commission, 1907. 
He has been member (Liberal) for the Swansea district since 1895 He 
received the honour of knighthood in 1906, and was made a Privy 
Councillor in 1912 

Mr. Roperr Wittiam Lyatt Grant (Attorney-General) has been 


ippointed to be Judge of His Majesty’s High Court of Nyasaland. 


I f uy ntments of Examiners have been made by the 
Council of | | Education for the year ending 10th January, 1916: 
A. M. Wu re, Esq., W. S. Hotpsworrn, Esq., R. Burrows, Esxq., 
G. H. J. Hurst, Esqy., J. R. V. Marcuant, Esq., J. B. Ricnarpson, 
Esq F. J Brapiey, Esq., R. Rinawoon, Esq Hindu aml Maho 
medan La R. H. Macreov, Esq. Roman-Dutch Law, A. F. Murison, 
Ks 

Mr. W Scorr, B.A., LL.D., late of Lincoln's Inn, London, and 
Kus I } blir } rister and solicitor, of 901.2, Jlerald Building 
(‘a] 4 Canada. } heen ppointed Editor in-Chief to the 
i / } /? ‘ h deal it il important judgments in 
the cou Alberta, British Columbia, Manitoba, and Saskatchewan. 

“L. , P a 
Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolution. 
Joun Erskine Witson, Curisforner WittiAM Eastwoop, and Joun 
Harcreaves Ramssorrom, solicitors (Wilson, Eastwood, & Rams 
bottom), b burn and Clitheroe, both in the county of Lancaster, 


November 20 [Gazelte, December 8 





General. 
Holland, K.C., late Chichele Professor of 


The portrait of Dr. T. E 
Oxford | niversity, which is the 


International Law and Diplomacy at 


rk of Mr. H. G. Rivi and has been subscribed for by a large 
number of friends in the British Dominions and foreign countries, 

ill be presented to m by the Lord Chancellor on behalf of the 
subscribers at Lii n’s Inn to-day, at 12 o'clock 


At the meeting of the London County Council, on Tuesday, says the 
Times, the General Purposes Committee submitted a recommendation 
that the resignation by Sir Laurence Gomme of the office of Clerk of 
the Council, tendered in February last, should take effect as from 3lst 
March next As amendment to the motion that this proposal 
should be adopted, Sir J. Benn moved that the resignation should not 
take effect unt ipplications for apy ment to the position should 
have been invited by public advertisemeut. Mr. Cyril Jackson denied 
that a private inquiry was coutemplated, and said that the proposal 
of the committee was that, before the post was advertised, it should be 
considered whether there was not among the members of the council's 
staff one who had not only the gifts which the clerk of the council 
should poss but t und experience of the council’s work. 
Major Gray. the chairman of the committee, said that his experience 
had been that for the council to advertise offices and then appoint 
persons who were already in their service was a foolish method of pr 
cedure and rreat dissatisfaction unsuccessful candidat 
The amendment was rejected by 61 votes against 41, and the report 
the committee, embodying a series of changes in the duties of the clerk, 


an 
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was adopted. 
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THE BRITISH LAW FIRE 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED, 
5, LOTHBURY, LONDON, E.C. 


(with Branches throughout the United Kingdom). 
SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL £1,050,000 
PAID-UP CAPITAL £150,000 
RESERVES * , oe £273,000 

General Manager—DAVID M. LINLEY. Sceretary—T. WILLIAMS. 
FIRE, FIDELITY GUARANTEE 
WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, 
PERSONAL ACCIDENT and SICKNESS, 
BURGLARY, THIRD PARTY, MOLOR-CAR, LIFT, CRANE 
and HOIST, BOILER and ENGINE, PROPERTY OWNERS’ 
INDEMNITY, LOSS of PROFITS due to FIRE, GLASS 
‘K. 


BREAKAGE and LIVE STO¢ 


] indertake Agencies 


Busine ar i t 
Businses undertaken, 


No hove 


Gentlemen ina po introduce 


within the United Kingdom, 








For px t fusing ¢ ‘ ! ht u ( hester 
pkeeper has be tried | t-marti i tel aays 
lMprisomument \s } had been under n ! ieteintior that | tod 
Dr. Wald the ( ! Cit ! ‘ j ii t 
humber ol treet Tatalitic un London it n t f September and 
(hetober of ist vas 10] vhil n ‘ t! this vear it 
had risen to lf \ experience dded Is I it the dark 
nes i a er ‘ I { i 1 Came it thie! » it ques 

t " ot al tin 

The electors to the W . ws t Cam | { 
have made the! ny a a kirst ! W. R. O. Mor 
B.A., King’s ¢ L scholarsh Cc. Li. B k, 6.A., Trini 
Colleus kK. | Roxbu LA I rinit ( ‘ has been elected t 
a holarshiy £ 1h i { i. - t BA ft ‘J ty ( t 
i holarship LW 

The dec { { t riia \ i (, UL ‘ ( VUANS 
Filey charged th ben i} SSiot « ] Py itu nti 
to the Defence of the Realm Act, wa pre tigated this ek at Hull 
Cocks was sentenced to six mont} imp nment, but the urt re 
mitted four n ! ima ( I \ has hee tod en weeks, 
will thus serv« term of t I I t . 

[wo prize v« s wer 1 | de A , 
Marshal at the Balt saleroom on Wednesd V} four-mast 
barque Perk 609 + ister tat Port Gla n 1901 
vhich was ptured | H. ALS cht £12.20 ry} | 
hasers are a ( nil I ter ! ! Led | (; lidhe 
2,476 tons net rewister. buil t Gl LoYo " tad tor ZO,YO 

The December Sessions of the Central ¢ | Court ere opened 
by the Lord Mayor at the Old Bailey on Tuesda ] lendar i 
tains the ane t seventy-two perso f tria In his el e to the 
Grand Jury the Recorde: ferred to the e of grave crime in the 
district over ich the rt has jurisdictior For the first tir f 
many sessions there was n hha t mura or ma iughter and onl 
one case of at ipted murder 

Harold We i i | t tial ¢ 
Falmouth for | t t! 1h ‘ r t Realm <Act 
spread a report iikely t i ilarm am the I 1 population at 
St Ives, W Corr ill, ha been st < it ht we immprisor 
ment The court passed a sentence it eeks, but the Fortress 
Commander reduced it to eight. Weari iused some alarm at St 
Ives by stating that German warships were in the bay and by order 
lng peo] le t lraw their blind itt ght , : 

In orde to } le } { for Cho hor t Lity it 
vas announced tl ! t ( i ( { neil 
3rd inst. that in the ase of shopkeepers who made pre is appl tior 
to the General Purposes Committee of the Corporation t yull ! 
of the Shops Act would not be enforced from t} Ist ti the 19t! nst 
inclusive, subject to the shop assistants being given their eekly half 
holidays, unless voluntary arrangements submitted previously to the 
ommittee in writing are made for sucl istants to receive equivalent 
holidays after Christmas 

At a meeting of the County of Lond Live ng Autl t on the 
Srd inst., the chairman, Mr. R. Wallace. K.¢ d the authority had 
passed a resolution regarding morning drinking. and he had seen th 


Home Secretary, who expressed great sympathy with the view the 
suthority had suggested The question which was being discussed by 
the Commissioner was whether it was better to have an early closin 
order at 10 a.m. or to have a voluntary arrangement, such as existed 
at present in regard to women up to 11.30 a.m. The Home Secretary 


said the authorities had very great difficulty in deciding between the 


two coursee—the arrangement by which no woman should be supplied 
up to 11.30, or a general closing order up to 10 a.m for all peopl 
The matter was sti]! being considered 


Chamber of Commer 





At a meeting on the 2nd inst. of the East [India section of the London 
; », says the Z'imes, a resolution was passed recom. 
1 in British cargo on enemy vessels sheltering 
ted action in Italian courts. The London 


hose intereste« 


in Italian ports to take conce 


Chamber was authorized to institute proceedings against captains and 
owne! laim delivery of the cargo, and to appoint a committee with 
power to raise funds to defray expenses. ‘The committee was also 


equested to mal ments for the transhipment and delivery at 


destination of uny cargo that might be recovered. 


ln a lance with the annual custom, the Court of Aldermen of the 
patched 4) yards of the best black cloth to each of the 
Chancellor, the Lord Chief 


City has dis 
following functionaries :—The Lord 


Justice, the Master of the Rolls, the Lord Chamberlain, the Vice 


Chamberlain, the Lord Steward, the Treasurer and Comptroller of the 
H |, the Home Secretary, the Foreign Secretary, the Attorney 
tor-General, the Recorder, and the Chamberlain. 


The Town Clerk received six yards jack and «ix of green th 
Phe m dates from the sixteenth century, when the wearing of the 
‘livery’ of a guild secured exemption from certain burdens and 
penalt 

The annual report of the Howard Association, in referring to a 


61,000 prisoners from 1903-4 to 1913-14, ascribes it to three 


i sé 
1) A growing obedience to law and order throughout the 

) 2) a growing disinclination to send people to prison ; and (3 
improved methods of dealing with prisoners. It was worthy of note 


rtion of persons received into prison per 100,000 of the 


that the prop 
hick 


| lation was 369, 45 below tke figures of the previous year, which 
iad the distinction of being the lowest ever recorded. Even this record 
ould be surpassed when the feeble-minded are properly cared for and 
Administration Act became operative. With the 
a letter warmly commending the Criminal Justive 
1 Professor Lublinsky, of the Law Department of 
“The folly of short sentences is so fully ex 
will soon follow with a 


the Criminal Justice 
report is published 
Amendment Act fron 
Petr rad, who says 


ed in this Act that I think othe ntries 


In the case of Les v. Devonshire Club, EKastbourne (Limited), on 
Times, which related to a dispute arising out of a golf 
riving judgment, said that it was 


british 


Saturday, says the 
competition, Mr. Justice Scrutton, in ¢ 
. tempting matter for conjecture what a future historian of the 
Empire vuld t i en vears hence he found that on 3rd Decem 
ber, 1914, in the middle of the greatest war the world had ever seen, a 
dee of the High Court, with the assistance of four counsel, had been 


i 
; 
engaged for three hours in discussing whether a particular gentleman 
in the second or third round of a golf competition had the right of the 
h e of the course on which to play, or whether he had to toss for it 


In his opinion no enforceable contract had been established, and, that 
bein o, he did not propose to decide the question which had so gre itly 
excited the members of the club. He only hoped, in order to save the 
time of the Law Courts in the future, that if the Devonshire Club ever 
held another golf competition it would get someone to draw up the 
rules who knew something about the game of golf. There must be 
judgment for the defendants. 

I'he Speaker of the House of Commons has received a letter from 
Sir Edward Grey directing his attention to the fact that members of 
Parliament are among those qualified to propose candidates for the 
Nobel Peace Prize. The following persons are held to be duly qualified 
to make proposals Members and late members of the Nobel 
Committee of the Norwegian Parliament, as well as the advisers 
ippointed at the Norwegian Nobel Institute; (6) members of Parlia 
ment and members of Government of the different States, as well as 
members of the Inter-parliamentary Union; (¢) members of the Inter 
national Arbitration Court at The Hague; (d¢d) members of the Com 
mission of the Permanent International Peace Bureau; (¢) members 
ind associates of the Institute of International Law; (/) university 
professors of political science and of law, of history and of philosophy 
and (q) persons who have received the Nobel Peace Prize. For pat 
ticulars, qualified persons are requested to apply to the office of the 
Nobel Committee of the Norwegian Parliament, Drammensvei, 19 
Kristiania. Proposals must be laid before the Nobe! Committee before 
Ist February, 1915. 


Herrinc, Son & Daw (estab. 1773), surveyors and valuers # 
several of the leading banks and insurance companies, beg to announce 
that they are making a speciality of valuations of every class of pre 
perty under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. Valuation offices: %, 
Cheapside, E.C., and 312, Brixton-hill, 8.W. Telephone: City 377; 
Streatham 130.—(Advt.) 








CAUTION.—The public are warned that a Sectional Bookcase similat 
in name and appearance to the “Oxford” (but differently constructed 
and more expensive) is being advertised. To avoid possible disappoint 
ment it is well to remember that the genuine ‘Oxford ” Sectional 
Bookcase, as exhibited at ‘‘ Ideal Homes’’ and other exhibitions, ™ 
manufactured only by the sole proprietors, Witt1am Baker anv 00 
Oxford, from whom catalogues may be obtained post free.—Advt. 
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Court. Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 

EMERGENCY 
Rota 


APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
No, 1 Joven, W ARRINGTON 
Mr. Jolly Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Bloxam 
Greswell Bloxam Jolly 
16 sorrer Bloxam Farmer Synge 
.17 Synge Goldschmidt Church Farmer 
18 Farmer Leach Greswell Charch 
19 Charch Borrer Leach Goldschmidt 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
NEVILLE. Eve. SARGANT. ASTBURY. 


14 Mr. Borrer Mr. Church Mr. Greswell Mr. Synge 
. 6 Leach Farmer Church Borrer 
16 Greswell Goldschmidt Leach Jolly 
17 Jolly Leach Rorrer Bloxam 
. 18 Bloxam Borrer Synge Goldschmidt 
19 Synge Greswell Jolly Farmer 


Date. 


Dec. 14 Mr. Leach 
. Goldschmidt 


. . ° 
Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lrurrep rm Omsasozer. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Dec. 4. 

YORKSHIRE SURGICAL APPLIANCES, LTD.—Credito’s are requ'rel, on or before Jin. 1 
to send their names and aldrasss, and the pirticulars of th:ir de>ts or claims, to 
Robert Southworth Dawson, 9, Charles st, Bradford, liquidator. 

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazet ¢.—TORIDAY, Dec. 8 

GULLETT STREET ENGINEERING Co (PRESTON), LTD.—Ceeditors are requirel, on 
or before Dec 28, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of thei 
debts or claims, to Robert Edwin Smalley, 9, Caapel st, Preston, liquidator. 

MsRKET DRAYTON BREWERY Co, LTD. (IN LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on 
or before Dec 21, to send their names and addresses, wi-h the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Wiliiam Henry J nes, 25, Lord st, Liverpool, liquidator. 

PHOENIX STEAMSHIP Co, Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—UCreditors are required 
on or before Dec 23, to send their names and addresses, and the particuiars of 
their debts or claims, to T. Turketine, 3, London Wali bidgs, liquidator. 

RICHARD PODMORE AND Son, Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are 
required, on or before Dec 22, to send their names and addresses, and the partica- 
lars of their debts or claims, to Augustus ©. Palmer, Court chmbs, Friar In, Leices- 
ter, liquidator. 

SOUTH AMERICAN Concessions, LTp.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 30, to 
send their names and addresses, and th» particulars of their debts an! claims, to H 
G. Clarke, 8, Princes st, liquidator. 

Stan-MYLN FLOUR, LTD.—Ureditors are required, on or before Jan 4, to send the'r 
names and addresses, and the particalars of thir debt; or claims, to Mr. Elles Hill, 
79, Mark In, liquidator. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Dec. 4. 

Soured Milk Syn licate, Ltd. 

Welfare Exhibitions, Ltd. 

André and Sleigh, Lt. 

Goll Finance Co, Ltd. 

Lloyds Drug Stores, Ltd. 

West of Eogland Tin Corpor ition, Ltd 

Northfiold Hiwley Pottery Co, Ltd 

Consolidated Finance Corporation, Ltl 

Martini (London), Ltd 

Plaissetty German aid American Conces 
sions Co, Ltd. 

Lumite, Ld. 

Maikop Conso!ilated Syndicate, Ltd 

Amilgamsted Oil Fields (Maikop), Ltd 

Keraia Rubbor Estates, Lud. 

Twn Steamship Co, Ltd. 

Shakespear Shaw «& Soa, Ltd. 


Ribron Metallising Co, Ltd 

Kino (South Shielis), Ltd. 

White's Moc main Patent Lever Truss Co, 
Ltd. 


International Pen Syndicate, Ltd 
Lawtons, Ltd. 
James J. Guest & Co, Ltd. 
Stwwewers (London), Ltd. 
Joseph Waine & Co, Ltd. 
Gibb, Rowett & Co, Ltd. 
David Read, Lt:!. 
Parry-Jones, Ltd. 
Oldham Boiler Works Co, Ltd. 
Central Picture Palace (Warrington), Ltd. 
Lonmail Syndicate, Ltd. 
United Secarities Co, Ltd. 
Chas. Graham & Co, Ltd. 
London Gazette. —TURBSDAY, Dec. 8. 
African Ostrich Farm Co, Ltd. 
Park Cinema Co, Lt i. 
Alexan ler McPherson, Ltd. 
Sheaf Steam Shipping (vo, Ltd. 
Hl erald Yeast Co, Ltd. 


Hawke & Hendrie, Ltd. 
Seowballa(North Shields), Ltd. 
no & Bennett, Ltd. 
Rayner Agencies, Ltd. 
Slough Colliery Co, Ltd. 
Franco-Ottoman Shipping Co, Ltd. Mackirdy's Weekly, Ltd. 
Rigar's Manufacturing Co, Ltd. Ferre et Cie, Ltd. 
Cumberland Coal and Boring Syndicate, Dawson & Co, Ltd. 
Lt1. Northampton Corn Exchange Co, Ltd. 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—FrtDaY, Dec. 4. 


ALtY, Ricdard, Bispham with Norbreck, nr Blackpool Jan 16 A-croft, Blackpool 

BeRGIN, CATHERIN®, Spurliog rd, East Dulwich Jan 10 Staffarth, Bognor 

Booker, EMMA ROBERTHA, F.itaJameasav, Kensington Jan 7 Osborn-Jeakya & Son, 
Lincoln's inn fields 

BRAMALL, GRORGR HENKY, Chester Jan31 Boydell & Taylor, Chester 

BRarT, ALBERT EDWARD, Knutsford, Chester, Grocer Jan 1 Leak & Prait, Man 
chester 

Brerr, Rosina, Kingston on Thames Dec 31 (oz2n1, Hampton, Middix 

BURSDALL, Mary, York Jan 21 Wilkinson, York 

BURKeTT, WILLIAM Woop, Dover, Baker Jan 12 Mowll & Mowll, Dover 

— CHARLES RICHARD, Sh+pton Matiet, Somerset Jan 12 Nalder, Shepton 

et 

CHARLESWORTH, ALRANY HAWKE West Didsbury, Minchester Jan 12 Bootes & Co, 

Manchester 
N, ARTHUR, Dudley, Worcester Dec 24 Hooper & Fairbairn, Dudley 
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Serjeant’s inn 

Davins, Joun Puan, nr the Cross at Sketty, nr Swansea Jan 10 Williams & Son 
Swans a 

HALPON, SOLOMON JosEPH, Bucharest, Roumania Dee 31 Tatham & Icussda, OX 
Broad st 

HALFORD, FREDERICK BENJAMIN, Copthall av 


DARLING, SARAH AYES, Cromwell rd, South Kensington Jan 1i Woodbridge & Son 


Jan 3 Coburn & Co, Leadenhall 
st 

HARTLEY, ELIZABETH JANE, Upper Caterham, Surrey Boc 23 Holt, Pucley 

Hakvey, Greack JAMES, Little Danmow, Essex Jan9 Wade & Co, Duamow 

HATfon, Geonce HAROLD LLOYD, King’s Heath, Worcester Dec 28 Williams & Sm 
Birmiogham 

HINCHLIFFR, GeoRGR, Morley, Yorks Fib 1 James, Leeds 

HOGARTH, (HRIsrina Mary, Boscomlc, Hants Jani Bull & Ball, Stones bidgs 

Hupg, Jouy, Manchester, Draper Jan 1 Leak & Pratt, Manchester 

HovucutToy, ALFRED THomas, Sussex rd, Brixton Jan 4 Fairbrother, Leadenhall st 

JOHNSON, AUGUSTA HELEN, Stafford Jan 16 Peele & Co, Shrewsbury 


| JOHNSON JOHN HENRY, Everton, Liverpool Jan12 Boote & Oo, Manctester 
KENYON, JOHN GHORGE, Beccles, Norfolk Dec 18 


Blount & Co, Albemarle st 
KINSELLA, Bripasr, Ramsbottum, Lancs Jan 5 Skelton & Younghouse, Manchester 


| KNIGHT, MARY ANN, C.itheroe, Lancs De>22 Briggs, Padiham 


Jan 12 Lane & Co, Birmingham 
Nicholson & Co, Wath upon Dearne, nr 


LRONAR®, WILLIAM, Handeworth 

LUNN, CHARL >a, Doacaster Jan is 
Kotherhan 

MAROON, FLORENOK, Ovington sq Jan4 Adams & Adams, Clement's inn 

MARRIAGE, ANDREW, Southend on Sea Jan it Copeland & Sons, Chelmsford 

MAUDSLEY. JOHN, Tatham, Lincs, Farmer Jan4 Thompsoa, Bentham, ar Lancvwte: 

McDOUGALL, IsAAc SHIMWELL, Hale, Chemical Manufacturer Jan 12 Boote & Co, 
Manchester 

Naso, Georce WItLtaM, Hanwell, Middix Jan5 Davidson & Co, Actou 

PAMLIN, JAMES, Writtle, Essex Deol Sutthery & Worley, Chelmsford 

PARKE’, GEORGE HENJAMIN, Halesowen, Worcester Dec 19 Williams, Cradley UWeath 
Staifs 

Pike, WILLTAM [Lipre, Wheatley, Oxford Dec 31 Langton & Passmore, Paper b'dz 
Temple 

RIMMER ELLEN, S yuthport Dec 29 Wilmot & Holge, Southport 

RimMeR, THOMAS, Southport Dee 2 Wilmot & Hodge, Southport 

“CHLEIFER, MAavcrice, Cannon st Jan4 Monks, Cannon sat 

SMARDON, JOHN, South Shie ds, Shipwright Jan4 Stainton, Soath Shields 

STATHAM, Gmornan, Coventry Jan5 Rotherham, Coventry 

PaYLOoR, RICHARD, Yeovil, Somerset Dee 81 Watts & Co, Yeovil 

CHomas, Fiona JANB, Bognor Jan 1 Hands, Lincoln's inn flelds 

oop, Ropert, Bournemouth Jan SL Peestou & Francis, Bournemouth 

Vi CK ERSTAPY, WILLIAM, Radcliffe on Trent, Nottingham, Builder Jax 9 Turner& ‘ov 
Nottinghan 

WARD, WILLIAM THoM\s, Cariton vale, Kilburn Jan5 Davidson & Co, Actyw 

Weester, MAny Anworr, Kingston upon Hall Jan 31 Dent & Scruton, York 

WEOGE, | KORGH, Plaistow, Easex Jar Youws & Grave, Leigh-on-Sea 

Witsoe, WILLIAM, Baldock, Herts Des Veasey, Baldock 

London Gasette.—TUESDAY, Dee. 8 


ATKINSON, JOSEPH WILLIAM, Ludborough, Lincoln, Farmer Jan 11 Grange & Win- 
tringham, Great (irimsby 
BAILEY, (HOMAS Jan 1 Sturton, Peterborough 
SELL, LEONARD, Letchworth, tlerts Jan 15 
Broad st 
BLOX FIELD, WILLIAM ELLIS, Mersham, Kent, Farmer Jan 1 Kersey, Ipswich 
BULWER, Sir Henny ERsyese GAsOoYNE, GUMG, Heyloa, Norfolk Jani5 Capron & 
1», Savile pl, Conduit st 
WiLttaM Henry, Child's hill, Hampstead Jan 31 
rem ple 
Rushden, ur Buntingford, Herts, Farmer Jan 


Smith & Son, Gresham House, Ol! 


Johnson & Co, King's 


Veasey, Baldock 





LIne, Viarregio, Italy Jan 15 Capron & Co, Savie pl, Con- 

CuesTer, WILLIAM, Sheffield, Skin Specialist Jan i4 Rodgers & Co. SheMeld 

CHRISTIE ALEXAND! Hurstpierpoiat, Sussex Jan4 Kersey, Ipswich 

COOK, ROBERT isby, Chemist and JP Jan Il Grange & Wintringham, Great 
Grimsby 

DAVISON, 
Yorks 

FRRNIE, WILLIAM THOMAS, I rey Feb! siachford & Co, Walbioek 

Fiscuer, Tuomas Hatuep, KC, Master in Luna Bedford Park, Chiewick Jan 1 
Russell Cooke & Co, Old sq 

GRANGE, WILLIAM, Grimsby Jan ll Grance, Gre 

GRENFE#LL, RIVERSDALE Nownts, Piccadilly Jan 
chester st . 

HEALD, JOUN, Darwen, Pap:r Stainer’s Minager Jin 3) Sutcliffe, Dirwen 

HILL. EpWARD JonN EAGugs one, BidforJ, Warwick Jani4 Martia, Coventry 

HILLYARD, FRANK, Colton, nr Tadcaster, Yorks, Farmer Jan 22 Wood, York 

HINDLE, HENRY, Kochdale, Farmer Jan 16 Hartley & Son, Rochdale 

HoMEWOOD, CHARLES, Brighton Dec 2) Neale, Brizhton 

Hoan, /enemMtau, Winterbarn, Vork:, Farmer Jan 16 Know-es, Skipton 

Hoskrer, ELIZABETH CATHERINE, Hayes, Kent Jan 2) Paines & Co, 3¢ Helen's pl 

HOWELL, WILLtamM TadoMpson, Rock Ferry, C ester, Ancjionser Jan 4 Smith & Sou 
Liverpool 

Hossey, Emiiy. Folkestone Jan® Arnold & Co, Chichester 

HvrcuEnce, Many ELLE, Tonbridge Welle Jan 5 Freer & Brown, Tonbridge 

JREWELL, RICHARD ARUNDEL, Fairficl ist, Wandsw rth, Builder Jan 20 Sloper & Co, 
Wands vorth 

JOHN3ON, FRANCES ELIZABETH, Wisbech 8t Peters, Canbridgs Jan 1 
Dennis, Wisbech 

JOLL, ALBERT, 8t Jamessq Fel S Hickman, Clement's In 

Keesy, ELIZABETH EMMA, Gloace Jan 16 Williams, Cheltenham 

SIRK, ALICE ANN, Grimsby Jani! (Crange & Wintringham, Great Grimeby 

MAKENS, WALTER, Westerfield, Suffolk, Farmer Jan Kersey, Ispwich 

MARCHANT, JAMRs, Thornton Heth, Surrey, Licensed Victualler Jan 31 Read, High 
st. Lewisham 

NAINBY-MANBY, WILLIAM, TI 
Great Grimsby 

PEGLER, MARTHA, Cheltenham Jan i6 Williams, Cheltenham 

SAMPSON, Many, Grimsby Jan 11 Grange, Great Grimsby 

SHoRT, THOMAS GRABHAM, Bristol, Accountant Jan 16 Benson & Co, Bristol 

Simpson, JonN Harwoop, Hargwyne st, Stockwell Jan 4 Roney & Co, New Broad at 

SMITH, WALTER, Southsea Dec 31 Watts, Portemouth 

SOPWITH, LYDIA GERTRUDE, Draycott pl Jani¢ Ramsten & Co, Gracechurch st 

STEVENS, SUSAN, Broedwinsor, Dorset Dec 23 Spirks & Blake, Urewkerne 

TAYLOR, WILLIAM GeoRnGs, Mancnester JanS Hall & Co, Manchester 

rookey, AMY, King's Heath, Birmingham Jan 6 Wallac: & Co, Birmingham 

[OWNESEND, STEPHEN CHAPMAN, Actor, Crown (Office row, Inner Temple Jan 12 
Mote & Son, Gray's Inn aq 

TUCKWELL, Rosa, Pyrford Rough, Surrey Jan 2) Watson & Co, Newcastle upon- 
Tyne 

TULK, JOANNA, Chertsey Jan 20 Van Sommer & Chilicott, Arandel st 

TURNER, Jous CuesTeR, Peckham rye, Surrey, Merchant Jan 7 Culross & Holt, 
Mincing In 

UNWIN, JOHN CHARLES WILLIAM, Crookes, Sheffield Jani2 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

WELLER, WILLIAM JouN, Overhill rd, Dulwich Jan8 Sanadom & Co, Gracechurch st 





SARAH ANN, R York De 4 Chapman & Wilkinson, Leyburn, 


1! jrimsby 
Rischoff & Co Great Wia 





Southwell & 


wrganby Hall, Lincoln Jan tl Grange & Wiatringhism 





QUNDLIFFE, MARGARET, St Helens, Lancs Dec 31 Tickle, St. Helens 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette—Furipay, Dec. 4. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Eutty, Wormholt rd, Hammersmith High 

Pet (ct 22 Ord De 
FREDERICK THOMAS, 

Engineer High Court 


ALLEN, 
Court 
ASHFORD, 
Automobile 
Dec 1 
AUDSLEY, THo 
Pet Nov 16 
BAKER, R BERT GEORGE, 
Newport, Mon Pet Decl 
BaTr, WILLIAM, and SIDNEY 
Bakers Birmingham Pet Vee 2 
Boonyrer, Lawrence Jous, Lincola 
Pet Nov 3) Ord Nov 30 
CLOVER, DaYID, Sutton, Norfolk, 
Pet Dec? Ord Dec 2 
CRABTRER, WILLIAM, Burnley 
Nov 30 
PDICcKELS, ISAAC, 
Court Pet 
Dyson, Josuva, 
Hadderafield, 
ley Pet Decl 
Eutiorr, Georos, South Shields, Bate er 
upon Tyne Pet Dect Ord Doc l 
GILMAN, ALBERT Eanest, Bolton, Grocer 
Decl Pet Dec | 
Hatue, Joun Foor, jun, Christcharch, Moa, 
Newport, Mon Pet Nov 16 Ord Dee 2 
Hatt, AktHur Herworrn, Abbotshaw, Dovon 
sta le Pet Nov19 Ord Nov # 
Hospary, Tuomas, B Buil.lor 
Dec 1 Ord Decl 
Jones, CHARLES HENRY, gay k, Staffs, Con'ection 
West Bromwic’s Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 
Jones, WILLIAM ROBERT, South Molton, Devon, 
Barnstaple Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 
MARILLIER, AGNES Manig VIVIAN, Sackville st 
Court Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 
MAYALL, Leonarp, Rusthall, Tunbridge Wells 
Wells Pet Nov 3 Ord Iie l 
McLares, Lucy BacuEgL, Yor« 
Nov 80 
MORRIS, NATHAN, 
Ov 27 
Povey, HARRY ARCHIBALD 
Glam, Grocer Pontypridd 
Rook, Grorce THOMAS, 
Specialist Manchester 
Rory, CHARLES, Elm, Cambridge, 
Lynn Pet Dec2 Ord Dec 2 
SHEARMAN, ALFRED ERNEST, 
Nov 14 Ord Nov 28 
SMITH, CHARLES, Nottingham, 
Decl Ord Dec 1 
SOLE, EpWARD JAMES, 
Brighton Pet Nov7 
THomas, EVAN, Ferodale, 
pridd Pet Decl Ord 
Vincent, Arruun Hake, 
June 27 Ord Nov 5 
WoOwRRSLEY, EDGAR, 
Editor Warwick Pet 
Amended Notice substituted fur that pablishe ! in the 
London Gazette of Nov 27. 


HARRY, Topsfield 
Edmonton 

FIRST MERTINGS. 

ALLEN, Euity, Wormholt rd, Hammersmith 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

¥ M AnpERson & Co, Charch st, Greenwich, Confectioners 
Dec 11 at 11.30 18%, York rd, Westminaster Bridge rd 

ASHFORD, FRepERICK THOMAS, Marylebone rd, Automobile 
Engineer Dec 15 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Marylebone = ri 
tet Nov 4 Ord 


MAS Henry, Bart Tailor Barnsley 


Ord Decl 


acy 

Newport, Mon, Iroiworker 
Ord Dec 1 

JAMES BATE Birmingham 

Ord be 
Drap:r Lincol 

Fowl Plucker Norwich 


Barnley Pet Nov 30 Ord 


Sidney st, Commercial 1d,Carmin High 

Decl 0.d Decl 

and Herman Dysos, 

Wholesale Boot Manufacturers 
Ord Dec 1 


Clayton Weeat, nr 
Barns 


Newcastle 


Bolton Ord 
Dairymin 
Barn 


omsgrove Worcester Pet 


Plumb r 
High 
run»ridge 


York Pet Nov 30 Ord 


Bavneley Barnsley Pet Nov 27 Ori 
Williamstown, Penygraizg, 
Pet Nov 19 Ord Nov 30 

Minchest:r. Grindstone 
Pet Dec2 Ord Dec 2 
Small Ho der King's 


Malvern Worcester Pet 


Baker Nottingham Pet 
Worthing, Builders’ Lronmonger 
Ord Nov 30 

Glam, Colliery Repairer, Ponty 
Dec 1 
Portman sq High Court Pet 
Leamington Spa, Newspaper 
Nov30 Ord Nov 3) 


Crouch End 
Urd Nov 23 


parade, 


SHORSTEIN, 
Pet Sov 23 


Bazar Dealer 


Dec i4 at 1 


AUDSLEY, THOMAS Henry, Barnsley, Tailor Dec 
10.30 Of Rec, County Court Hall, Regeat st (Eastgate 
entrance), Barnsley 

BENTON, JOHN WILFRED, Fulstow, Lincs, Hiy ani Straw 
Merchant Dec at 11 Off Rec, 8t Mary's chmbrs, 
Great Grimsby 

Brows, CHARLES CHRISTOPHER, 
ware Merchant Dec 11 at 11.39 
Cary, Cam>riige 

BULLARD, ARNOLD RosBeERt, Noraich, Hairdresser 
14at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, Kir b Norwich 

CRESSWELL, GEOR EB EDWARI ester Dec 12 
OT Ree r 

Dick eis, ISaac, Sidney st, Commercial rd, 
15 at 1130 Bankruptey bidgs, Carey s+ 

ELLIOTT, Georax, South Shields, Butcher Dec 18 
Off Rec, 30, M sley st, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Fisca, W ALTER DUNSTAN, Soath Erent, Devon, Art Ma.ter 
Dec 14 at 3.9% OF Ree, 7, Backl nd ter, Plymouth 

FOWLER, ALPRED MOUNTAIN, Prestatyn, Flint, Architect 
Dee 12 atl2 Crypt combrs, Chester 

Hitt, CHARLES Harry, Potiey, Berks, Builder Dex 
12 1, 8t. Aldates, Ox’ord 

HiPKEINS GEORGE EDWARD, Dudley, 
‘nginerr Dec 11 at 12 Off Ree, 1, 
Dadley 

HOLLAND, JOHN 
Merchant Dec 
eds 

KENYON, ELIZA 
Of Ree, Union 
pool 

MARILLIER, AGNRS MARIE 
Dee 15 at Il Bankruptey bidgs, 

MAYALL, LEONARD, Rasthall, 
Dec 14 at 3 Of Rec, i124, 
Brighton 

McLAREN, Lucy RACHEL, 
at3 Of Rec, Red House, Duncombe pl, 

PoveY, HARRY ARCHIBALD, Williamstown, P 
Glam, Grocer Dec 14 at 11.30 Of Rec, St 
rine’s chmbrs, St Catherine st, Pontypridd 

PURVES, RopeRT MUNKO, New Shildon, Durham, 
Dec iat 3 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 

RUSHWORTH, (CATHERINE HamMonpD, Todmorden 
at2.50 White Hart Hotel, White Hart Fold, 
morden 

NATHAN, SAMUEL, Barnsley 
County Court Hall, Regent 
tarnsicy 

SHORSTEIN, HARRY, Topsfield parade, Crouch End, Bazaar 
Dealer Dee 14 at 11.8 14, Bedford row 
SMITH, CHARLES, Nottingham, Baker Dec 11 at 11 

+, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Ni ttingham 

SOLE, EDWARD James, Worthing, 
Dec 14 at 2.30 

SUNDERLAND, CATHERINE AGNES, Littleborouzh, 
Dec 18 at 11,30 Town Hall, Rochdale 

Tuomas, Evan, Ferndale, Glam, Co liery Repairer Dec 14 
at 11.15 Off Rec, St. Ca herine’s chmbrs, St. Cathe 
rine st, Poutypsidd 


Cambridge, Oil and Hard- 
OM Rec, 5, Petty 


Dee 
at 12 


Carman Dec 


14 at 


Electric .1 
Priory st, 


Horsforth, Yorks 
Of Ree, 21, 


Forage 
Bond st, 


LOBERT, 
1s at il 


at 11 
Liver- 


Southport, Dee 11 
Dale at, 


GERTRUDE, 
Marine bidgs, 11, 


VIVIAN, Sackville st, 

Carey st 

Tunbriige Wells, 
Marlborough pl, 

Osbaldwick, Yorks Dec 17 at 

York 

nygraig, 
Cathe- 


Dec 14 
Tod- 


Dec 14 at 10.30 


st (Eastgate entrance), 


on 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Nov 24. 


Heaton Chapel, Lancs, Grooer D-c 4 at 
Cas le chmbra, 6, Ve non st, Stockpo:t 


ARNOLD, JOHN, 
li Off Rec, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


BAKER, RonERT GEORGE, Newport, Mon, 
Newport, Mon Pet Decl Ord Dec 1 
BATE, WILLIAM, and Sipngy James Batr, Rednal, 

mingham, Bikers Birmingham Pct Lec 2 
Dec 2 
Boosyer, LAW&Eence Jouy, 
Pet Nov 3) Ord Nov 30 
CLOVER, DAVID Sutton orto! k, Fowl Pucker 
Pet ‘Dec 2 Ord De: 
CRABTREF, WILLIAM, Saute Pet Nov 30 Ord 
Nov 30 
DickeLs, ISAAc, 


Ironworker 


Bir- 
Ord 
Lincoln 


Lincols, Draper 


Norwich 
Bastiey 
Sidney st, Commercial rd, 
High Court Pet Decl Ord Dec 1 
Dyson, JosHuUA, and Herman Dyson, 
mr Huddersfield, Wholesale Boot 
Barus'ey Pet Decl Ord Dec 1 


Clayton West, 
Manulacturers 


1! at) 


| Hoppay, THOMAS, Bromsgrove, Builder 


at ii | 


| MARILLIER, 


| McLarey, Lucy Racm+t, Osbaldwick, Yorks 


| Riper, GRorag WILLIAM, Sheffield, 


| SAMUEL, NATHAN, Barnsley Leealen Pet Nov 27 


Draper | 


| BAKER, Henry WILLIAM, 
Off Ree, | 


Builder's Tronmonger | 
Off Ree, 124, Marlborough pl, Brighton | 
Lancs 


4 
| LAwWson, FREb, a Builder Canterbury 
Dec 4 
— Tem, Malton, Yorks, Tailor aud Draper 


| Simonps, THOMAS, 


Carman | 


Se 
ELLIOTT, GgoreR, South Shields, Butcher Newcastle. 
upon-Tyne Pet Decl Ord Decl 
EVANS, Jouy, B:shopston, nr Swansea, Builder Sw.ineeg 
Pet Nov 27 Ord Dec 2 
GILMAN, ALBERT ERnegst, Bolton, Grocer Bolton Pet 
Dee 1 Ord Dec 1 
Goprrer, CHARLES CARTER, Fore st, Engraver High 
Coat Pet Oct 283 Ord Decl 
Boot Manufacturer Leicester 
Pet 
Decl Ord Decl 


HILt, AUSTIN, Leicester, 
Pet Nov 18 Ord Dec 1 

Jones, CHARLES Hevyry, 8 nethwick, Staffs, Confectioners 
West Bromwich Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 

Jones, WILLIAM ROBERT, 5 uth Molton Devon, Plamber 
Barnstaple Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 

MACKRILL, EpwWarp, Kingston upon Hull, 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Nov18 Ord Dee? 

AGNES MARIE VIVIAN, Sackville st 

Ord Nov 36 


Worcester 


Jeweller 


H gh 


Court Pet Nov 30 

York Pe 
Nov 3) Ord Nov 30 

Povey, HARRY ARCHIBALD, Williamstown, Penygraig, 
Giam Grocer Pontypridd Pet Nov 19 Ord Dec 1 


Stationer Sheffield 
Pet Nov 6 Ord De>1 
took, GrorcR THOMAS, Manchester Grindstone 
Specialist Manchester Pet Dec2 Ord Dec * 
torr. CHARLES, Elm, — Small Holder 
Lyon Pet Dec? Ord Dec 


King’s 
Ord 
Nov 2 


SMITH, CHARLES, Nottingham, Baker Nottingham Pe 
Dec 1 Ori Decl 


| Taomas, Evays, Ferndale, Glam, — Repairer Ponty- 


pric dd Pet’ Decl Ord Dee 
WHEATLEY, JAMES Henry, | PARTON, +e 


Builders’ Contract:rs Coventry Pet Nov 6 
Nov 30 


| WoMERSLEY, Epaar, Leamington Sps, Newspaper Editor 


Warwick Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 
London Gazette.—TuEspDayY, Dec 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Hurst, Berks, 
Reading Pet Dec 3 Ord Dec 

BUSHNELL, CHARLES WILLIAM, Abergele, Denbigh, 
monger Bangor Pet Nov2zl Ord Dec 4 

CLARKE, JAMES MILLIS, a Cabinet 
Leicester Pet Dec 4 Ord Dec4 

CRACKNELL, CHARLES, Beccles, Suffolk, Tailor 
Yarmouth Pet Dec3 Ord Dec 3 

DOUDNBY, EDWARD, Salcombe, Devon, 
Ply mouth Pet Dec 3 Ord Dec 3 

EanLann, Jouy, Yetradgyaolais, Brecon, Draper 
Pet Dec3 Ord Dec 3 

ELFORD, RICHARD, 8t Stephen's by Sa'tash, Cornwal’, 
Market Gardener Plymouth Pet Dec4 Ord Dec 4 

GRivFitHs, THOMAS, Holywell, Flint, License] Victualler 
Chester Pet Dec 4 Ord Dec 4 ; 

HALSTED, WALTER FRANCIS, Walbrook, Stockbroker 
High Court Pet Nov7 Ord Dec 4 

IncH, THOMAS, Scarborough, Physical Culture Expert » 
Scarborough Pet Dec4 Ord Dec rel 


Scar 


Gardener 

Trom 
Maker 
Great 
Mo‘or Eogineer 
Neat 


Dec 4 


h Pet Dec 3 Ord Dec 3 

SHAND, UBERT GRORGE LESLIE, Beulah h'l!, Upper Nor- 
wood High Court Pet July 30 Ord Dec 3 

Herne Bay Canterbury Pet July 1 
Ord Dee 6 

SINCLAIR, WILLIAM, Berwick upon Tweed, Grocer New 
castie upon Tyne Pet Deci Ord 4 

STAPLES, JoHN Henry, Long Bennington, Lincs, Farmer 
Nottinghim Pet Dec 5 Ord Dec 5 

SuGARE, ‘EDWARD, Russell st, Covent Garden, Wholesale 
Fruiterer High Court Pet Jaly 25 Ord Dec 3 

WIBBERLEY, WILLIAM DuNN, Pendleton, Salford, Milk 
Dealer Salford Pet Dec 3 Ord Dec3 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Nov 27: 
SEALE, Henry WILLIAM, Mitcham, Surrey, 
Croydon Pet Oct8 Ord Nov 24 


Buildee 
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